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EXECUTIVE SUUMMARY

Computer verification of client-reported information using
external data bases, or computer matching, is used to varying
degrees by the state food stamp agencies. Accordingly, the Food
and Nutrition Service of the U.S. Department of Agriculture has
sponsored research to: (1) determine the extent of computer
matching in the Food Stamp Program (FSP), (2) develop a
descriptive profile of state—level or state-directed computer
matching activities and, (3) address the considerable variation
among states. Computer matching is one of six topics covered in
a study of Food Stamp Program operations, being carried out by
Mathematica Policy Research, Inc., with The Urban Institute and
Abt Associates Inc. as subcontractors.

The first phase of the study involved interviews with food stamp
personnel in the 50 states, plus the District of Columbia, Guam,
and the Virgin Islands. Questions in the computer matching
component of the interviews covered the number of matching
systems, the type of external data base(s) accessed by each of
the systems, the timing of the matches and currency of
information in the data bases as well as reporting requirements
between the state and local offices. Several open-ended
questions in the document elicited comments on the effectiveness
of matching and also elicited state reactions to the new Income
Eligibility Verification System (IEVS) regulations. It should
be noted that the Phase I interviews were conducted in mid-1986
and prior to the October 1, 1986 implementation date of the
Income Eligibility Verification Systems (TEVS) regulations.
Phase II interiews will document additional systems created by
state or local agencies in respoanse to the IEVS regulations.

EXTENT OF COMPUTER MATCHING IN THE FOOD STAMP PROGRAM

The state census identified a total of 248 distinct computer
matching systems in use nationwide in the FSP. The major
characteristics of the 248 are: (1) the purpose of the match
(front-end verification of information on applicants versus on-
going verification of information on recipients), (2) the method
by which an agency accesses and uses the external data files
(batch or on-line access).
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Within the above context, the major characteristics of the 248
systems are summarized here and presented in detail in Chapter
I1 of the report.

*
Purpose of the Match

o 107 systems (43%Z) are used exclusively for on—-going matching
o 105 systems (42%) are used for front-end and on-going matching
o 34 systems (147) are used exclusively for front-end matching

*
Type of Access

o 53 systems (21%) have on-line access
o 193 systems (78%) systems have batch access

Timing of the Front-End Batch Matching Systems*

45 of 91 systems (50%) are used to conduct matching monthly
12 of 91 systems (13%) are used to conduct matching daily

13 of 91 systems (14%) are used to conduct matching weekly

8 of 91 systems ( 9%) are used to conduct matching quarterly

o 0O 0 0

*
Timing of Front—-End On-Line Matching Systems

o 21 of 48 systems (447%) are used to conduct matching
immediately at application

o 18 to 48 systems (387%) are used to conduct matching daily on
all new applicants that day

o 7 to 48 systems (15%) are used to conduct matching weekly,
monthly, other on all new applicants that period

Timing of On-Going Batch Matching Systems*

o 79 of 176 systems (45%) are used to conduct matching monthly

o 40 of 176 systems (23%) are used to conduct matching quarterly

o 21 of 176 systems (12%) are used to conduct matching at
recertificatiion

o 36 of 176 systems (207) are used to conduct matching at other
intervals

Timing of On-Going On-Line Matching Systems*

o 18 of 36 systems (50%) are used to conduct matching at
recertification

o 9 of 36 systems (25%) are used to conduct matching at worker
option

0 9 of 36 systems (25%) are used to conduct matchi (-
monthly, monthly, annually or at other gntervggé?g semi
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Maturity of the Matching Systems*

o 62 systems (257%) were first used between 1969 and 1979
o 67 systems (27%) were first used between 1980 and 1983
o 111 systems (45%) were first used between 1984 and mid-1986

Data Sources Used

Twenty—-five data sources are used for computer matching in the
Food Stamp Program, ranging from state wage and unemployment
files and files from the Social Security Administration to files
from miscellaneous sources, such as financial institutions
(banks), worker”s compensation, child-support files and any data
files for any state supplementary payments. The two primary
sources of data are unemployment insurance files (accessed by 77
systems) and wage files (accessed by 72 systems).

Use of Matching Systems by Other Programs

Nearly all the computer matching systems are used by several
programs administered by state welfare agencies. Only 24 (10%
of the 248 systems are used by FSP only. That is, 224 (907%) of
the systems are used by at least one other program.

o 220 (88%) are used by FSP and AFDC
o 173 (697%) are used by FSP and Medicaid
o 64 (267%) used by FSP, AFDC, Medicaid

STATE AND LOCAL ROLES IN COMPUTER MATCHING

Examination of computer matching from a state perspective
provides insight into the role of the states in the matching
process. Major findings on states are summarized here and

presented in more detail in Chapter III of the report.

Distribution of Matching Systems

In 1986, all states and territories except Ohio, conducted
regular computer matching on the FS caseload. Twelve states
(23%) had 1-3 different matching systems. Thirty states (57%)
had 4-6 different systems, and ten states (19%) had 7 or more
unique computer matching systems.

*Parcentages will not all sum to 100% since information on
some matching systems is missing.

ix
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Coverage of FSP Caseload

Forty-eight states conducted front-end matching on FS applicants
(91% of the states). Fifty—two states conduct on—going matching
on active FS cases (987 of the states).

Data Sources for Routine Matching

Ul files are the primary data source for matching, used by 48
states (91% of the states). Employer wage files are used by 45
states (85%); SSI benefits are matched by 34 states (647); and
Social Security benefits are matched by 32 states (60%).

State and Local Interaction

The process of computer matching involves activities at both the
state and local levels, Specifically, three types of activities
were addressed in the census; (1) state and local interaction
for conducting a match, (2) case activities taken as a result of
the match, and (3) reporting requirements established for local
offices by the states.

The actual initiation of the match may occur at the local
office. On-line, immediate computer access to at least one
computer matching system exists in twenty-six of the states.

There is much variation in terms of what local FSAs report to
the state agency about computer matching. Reporting
requirements include turnaround documents {required in four
states) or regular aggregate reports (l4 states) on, for
example, "hits™, reconciliations, and claims cases. Twenty-
three different states require local offices to submit some
reports on matching but few states require local offices to
submit information about matching from all systems.

Special Matches

In addition to the routine matching functions undertaken on a
regular basis, some states use their data processing
capabilities to perform “"special” or one-time only matches. The
two broad categories for this type of match are; (1) state-
directed test matches using in—state files from other programs
or the various data files of a neighboring jurisdiction, and (2)
matching against federally generated data bases. Thirty state
agenclies reported special matching using at least one type of
special match, and 15 of those agencies conducted more than one
type of special match during the last two years.
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State Perceptions on Matching

The general comments about computer matching were almost
uniformly positive and most respondents were anticipating the
development of new, more efficient matching systems or networks
in the future. Most respondents felt the wage and UI matches
were generally the most effective in terms of reducing the
number of erroneous certifications, but expressed concerns about
the time lag for reporting to the source agency and the
subsequent problems related to the currency of the information
in the data bases.

Respondents identified three aspects of the new IEVS regulations
that they feel are particularly burdensome: (1) the requirement
to match on employer wage-reporting data, IRS data and SSA wage
data; (2) the requirement to conduct matching on all food stamp
clients; and (3) the requirement that 100% of all "hits” be
“followed up” within 30 days.

Although the comments about IEVS generally reflected concern
about the increased effort required of states, a few respondents
did express positive reactions. Several agencies mentioned that
although the IRS data are not timely, matching on the IRS data
base will at least provide some access to financial resources
and unearned income that has not previously been available.

STATE COMPUTER MATCHING TYPOLOGIES

The structured nature of the data collected in the census allows
for the development of comparative state typologies. The
following four dimensions form the basis for the typologies
described in Chapter IV.

o Mode of access

o Range of data bases

o Intensity of state policies

o Maturity of matching operations

The first three dimensions were created by combining several
independent characteristics identified by the census, the fourth
is a single descriptive characteristic. The four dimensions are
by no means the only important characteristics of state computer
matching policies, but they do represent several of the critical
differences among states in their approaches toward computer
matching.

xi
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About half of the states limit their matching to the primary
sources of data (UI, wage, SSA and files internal to the
welfare/food stamp agency), and the other half also match
against some other external data bases (e.g., department of
motor vehicles, banks or tax agencies). A large proportion of
the latter agencies conduct matching frequently. This may
suggest that those state agencies that use many data bases and
conduct matches on a relatively frequent basis are similar in
other ways.

Another observation resulting from the above typology indicates
that of the ten states reporting no exclusive front—end matching
on applicants, seven of these conduct monthly matching on the
entire caseload and use external files as well as wage, UI and
SSA information. This may indicate that frequent ongoing
matching is conducted in lieu of actual front-end matching (at
application). 1In the case of this specific typology, the
grouping of states might allow for examination of (1) the
marginal contribution of having both front-end matching and
different frequencies of on-going matching, and (2) the
operational tradeoffs between actual front-end matching (i.e.,
at application) and routine matching of the entire caseload each
month.

Simple two—-fold typololgies based on the four comparative
dimensions discussed in the report can be used to expand the
analysis of computer matching in the FSP and to develop other
typologies that may be of particular research, policy or
operational interest.
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I. TINTRODUCTION

This report describes the results of a series of interviews con-
cerning Computer Matching Systems used by Food Stamp Agencies
(FSA“s). The interviews were conducted as part of the first
phase of the Food Stamp Program Operations Study (FSP0OS), con-
ducted by Mathematica Policy Research Inc., under contract to
the Food and Nutrition Service (FNS) of the U.S. Department of
Agriculture, with The Urban Institute and Abt Associates, as
subcontractors. Other topics covered in this first phase of the
study, referred to in this report as the "census” of state
agencies, are: Automated Certification Systems, Claims
Collection, Monthly Reporting, Quality Control, and Job Search
activities. The results of these five other topic areas are
presented in companion reports.

The Program Operations Study will consist of three phases of
data collection and analysis. The first phase, the "census,’
has entailed telephone interviews with state agency staff in the
53 state-level Food Stamp Agencies (including Guam, the Virgin
Islands, and the District of Columbia) concerning practices and
procedures in the six areas of Food Stamps named above. In the
second phase, for which data were collected in October-November
1986, claims collection and computer matching operations are
being analyzed in a national sample of 191 local agencies.
Finally, in the spring of 1987, the third phase of the study
will be carried out, consisting of intensive assessments of
selected sites, focussing on the assessment of the costs and
benefits of particularly promising examples of operations
identified in the first two phases of the study.

This introductory chapter first outlines, in Section A, the
goals of the census interviews on Computer Matching (CM). In
Section B, a brief discussion is presented on the sources of the
CM data, including a description of the agency sample and the
interviewing methods used. Section C discusses the scope of the
data collected, and Section D describes the organization of the
remainder of this report.

A. GOALS OF THE CENSUS ON COMPUTER MATCHING

Computer matching is the automated process of matching informa-
tion about individuals across different data files (or data
bases). Since the 1970s state welfare agencies have been
conducting some form of computer matching to corroborate client
information or to detect discrepancies in information. The
original purpose (and still the main purpose) was to identify
individuals who were applying for or receiving Aid to Families
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with Dependent Children (AFDC) but had unreported wages that
would make them ineligible for welfare or reduce their benefits.
By the end of the 1970s, welfare agencies had expanded the wage
matching to food stamp households as well as AFDC recipients.
States were required by Congress to wage-match their AFDC
caseloads beginning in October 1970, and wage matching in the
food stamp program (FSP) was mandated beginning in January 1983,

For food stamps, computer matching has three general purposes:
(1) verifying eligibility and benefits amounts, (2) investiga-
ting payment errors, and (3) substantiating information to be
used in prosecutions. The matching can take place at intake to
verify the eligibility of new applicants, at recertification to
verify the continuing eligibilty of current recipients, or at
some other periodic interval (e.g. monthly or quarterly) to
detect any inconsistencies in information on ongoing current
rates. The computer matching process essentially is the initial
match across data files, followed by the full range of sub-
sequent follow-up activities, such as fraud prosecution,
administrative disqualification, and claim collections.

The primary purpose of the census interviews on Computer
Matching (CM) in the food stamp program was to develop a clear,
descriptive profile of state-level or state-directed computer
matching activities and to address the considerable variation
among states in terms of (1) integration with matching done by
other public assistance programs, (2) the types of data bases
used, (3) the methods used to conduct matches, and (4) the
frequency of matches.

Also to be addressed was the variation among states in terms of
post-matching activity, such as requirements for reporting, case
prioritization, and the level and type of information reported
to the local agency as a result of the state-directed matching.

Specifically, the following topics were covered by the FSPOS
computer matching census:

o Types of matching being conducted

a. Access: On-line/batch

b. Timing: Front-end/on—-going

c. Data bases matched

d. Turnaround time

e. Schedule (for ongoing matching): Periodic/at
recertification

f. Frequency (for periodic matching): Monthly, quarterly,
annually



Table of Contents

o Techniques used in performing matches

a. Case identifiers used

b. Discrepancy codes used

c. Update period and time lapse for each external data
source

d. Prioritizing of cases for subsequent follow-up action

e. Coverage: active cases only vs. active and inactive
cases

o Information or direction provided to local FSA“s for
follow-up

a. Content of forms or reports required
b. Format of match reports

o Tracking procedures employed by state FSA”s

a. State reporting requirements for local FSA's
b. Frequency of local reporting
c. Actions taken by states to ensure follow-up

A clear, descriptive profile of the above aspects of state-level
or state~generated computer matching functions was the primary
goal of the CM interviews. However in the course of census
design and subsequent interviews, several other topics emerged
and are reflected in the data collection 1nstrument and the data
presented in this report. At the request of FNS, questions
concerning the nature and dates of any special, or one-time
only, computer matches conducted by the states in addition to
their routine matching activities were also included in the
instrument. An open—ended question designed to elicit responses
on the general perception of the effectiveness of computer
matching was also included. Responses to this question often
made reference to the new Income Eligibility Verification
Regulations (IEVS), which will require state agencies beginning
October 1, 1986 to verify household circumstances against
external sources of information. The comments and reactions to
IEVS are documented in this report. However, the primary focus
of the interview, and of the results reported here, is to
present a clear descriptive profile of the state—level or state-
generated computer-matching activities undertaken as of mid-
1986.
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B. DATA COLLECTION METHODS

Three aspects of the CM census provide useful background to the
presentation of results: (1) a description of the agencies
covered in the interviews; (2) a general overview of how the
interviews were conducted, and (3) the use of materials received
from state agencies.

The general aim of the CM census is the development, through
interviews with the state FSA staff, of a clear descriptive
profile of computer matching systems used in each state.

To this end, 53 telephone interviews were conducted with staff
in each of the 50 states, the District of Columbia, Guam and the
Virgin Islands. While variations do exist in a state”s adminis-
tration of the food stamp program (state—supervised/state
operated vs. state supervised/county administered programs), the
CM instrument was designed to take into account these varia-
tions, as well as any matching systems operating in only part of
the state, such as the Overnight Clearance System which operates
for New York City only.

The computer matching systems covered in the survey reflect both
the variety across states and the rapid pace of system develop-
ment Iin the past few years. The systems described in this
report are those that were in place and operating at the time of
the interviews (summer 1986). 1In many states, system
enhancements are occurring continuously; so it must be
recognized that the descriptions in this report are a snapshot
of state capabilities that will continue to develop.

Structured interview instruments to be administered by phone
were developed after extensive review of data and infor-

mation already availasble from FNS files, earlier research, and
state reports to FNS. After review and clearance by FNS and
OMB, a pre—~test of the instrument was conducted with three state
agencies——-Connecticut, Tennessee and Texas. The staff in these
states were very helpful and the pre-test resulted in sub-
stantial revisions to improve clarity and completeness.
Interview respondents were nominated by state FSP directors or
their delegates in preliminary telephone discussions with senior
FSPOS research staff. In most instances a single respondent was
suggested, most often a staff member involved in development of
policy and procedures, or staff involved in the actual
implementation of computer matching systems. In some
instances, the FSP director suggested several different
respondents for particular parts of the instrument. Even when a
single respondent was suggested, however, interviewers often
encountered situations in which the primary respondent could not
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supply answers to specific questions; interviewers then
requested a referral to other agency staff and initiated
contacts with them as needed. Of the 53 agency interviews
completed, 35 involved contacting more than one respondent. The
interviews for this operations area generally lasted about one
hour and forty-five minutes.

Although the CM instrument consisted primarily of structured
response questions, the interviewing method involved a great
deal of discussion of the questions and probing for
clarification of responses. Every completed interview was
reviewed by the senior project researcher responsible for the CM
topic. These reviews identified apparent contradictions among
interview responses and answers which, based on other informa-
tion provided, appeared to reflect interpretation of interview
terminology that departed from the interview intent. As the
interviews proceeded, these reviews also identified the need for
further clarification of the intent of specific questions and
their interpretation in the context of particular system
characteristics. These reviews prompted the preparation of
"question clarification” statements distributed to interviewers
to guide them in future administration of particular interview
questions and also led to interviewer call-backs to respondents
to clarify or confirm responses and to probe further to resolve
what appeared to be contradictory information. Call backs were
made for this purpose to almost every respondent FSA.

In addition to the data collected in the telephone interview,
states were also asked to provide descriptive program mate-
rials on computer matching activities. Various documents

were forwarded to our offices by thirty—-two states and juris-
dictions. The types of materials provided range from descrip—
tions of matching systems currently in use, to handbooks for
eligibility workers conducting matches. Thirty-three states
provided the relevant portions of policy and procedures manuals,
and some states provided billing information and management
reports on computer matching. A complete list of program
materials provided by the states is included in Appendix B to
this report.

The materials provided by the state agencies presented important
contextual background for analysis of the interview data. In
some cases, information available in these materials provided
responses to specific interview questions, which saved time in
the inteviews. In other instances, where the complexity or
subtlety of a state”s procedures or systems could not be
completely captured in the structured interview responses, the
background materials were used to ensure correct interpretation.
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Therefore, effectiveness data gathered as a result of these
interviews are generally limited to the respondents” perceptions
on the effectiveness of computer matching.

During the course of the interviews, several definitional
variations were identified across states. Two are mentioned
here because they are related to critical dimensions of matching
systems.

o RAW HITS: Although commonly perceived to be those cases
where client-provided information is different from
information in the external data base, many of the states
define a "hit" as any case with any information on the
external data base, i.e. locating or connecting the client
identifier(s) with the source data base. The next phase of
the study will involve closer examination of the precise
definition of a "hit"”.

o FRONT-END MATCHING: For purposes of the census interviews,
the category of front—-end matching includes any daily,
weekly, or monthly matching done on applicants before
initial certification, as well as instances when an agency
includes new applicants among the routine on-going matching
done during a particular time period. This broad
definition was used to ensure that all possible variations
of "front-end" matching were included in the census.

D. ORGANIZATION OF THE REPORT

The remainder of this report is organized in the following
manner. Chapter I1 addresses the extent of computer matching in
the food stamp program, by describing the status of computer
matching systems currently in use nationwide and the types of
data bases accessed by these systems. Chapter III addresses
state policies on matching in the food stamp program, issues
related to the cost—-effectiveness of computer matching and state
reactions to the new IEVS regulations. Chapter IV presents a
general typology for comparing state computer matching policies
and processes. Detalled tables in Appendix A present the census
results, a list of materials received from states is included in
Appendix B, and the CM interview instrument appears as Appendix
C.
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II. EXTENT OF COMPUTER MATCHING IN THE FOOD STAMP PROGRAM

A. INTRODUCTION

As a result of the census interviews, 248 computer matching
systems were identified as being in use nationwide in the food
stamp program.l] System descriptions, operations and policies
for their use are discussed in this chapter. Discussion of the
extent of computer matching in the food stamp program centers on
two basic dimensions: the purpose of the match and the type of
access with which a local agency obtains matching information
using that system. Within this context, various specifications
of the 248 systems are discussed in Section C including: the
timing of the matches (the specific time at which the applicant
or recipient information is subjected to the match), the use of
matching systems by other public assistance programs and the
maturity of the systems. The types and sources of information
accessed by the 248 systems are discussed under the heading
"Data Sources Used for Computer Matching”, Section D, in which
the 25 different data sources utilized by the systems are de-
scribed. This section also discusses the frequency of use of
these data sources and the currency of information available
from the data sources; the length of time required for the en-
tire match process (allowing for exchange of information between
the local and state agencies) and the type of information
received by the local agencies.

B. DEFINITIONAL AND GENERAL ASPECTS OF COMPUTER MATCH SYSTEMS

Two hundred and forty-eight distinct computer matching systems
were identified in use in the food stamp program nationwide on a
routine and regular basis in mid 1986. Two hundred and forty-
one of these systems are used on a statewide basis and the other
seven are used in selected local areas.gj Appendix Table A-1

EJA computer matching system as identified by the state census
of the Food Stamp Program Operations Study meets the following
criteria: (1) 1t is conducted on a regular basis or a routine
schedule (as opposed to a special or one time only match) and
(2) it 1s conducted by an automated process (as opposed to a
manual matching process).

nghis phase of the Program Operations Study focuses on

states. Thus, the 248 computer matching systems described in
this report are those systems identified at the state level
(i.e., they are generally developed, administered, maintained or
coordinated at the state level). The next phase of the study
will identify any additional computer matching systems developed
or maintained by local jurisdictions or programs.
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lists these computer matching systems by state. Two dimensions
are used to categorize these systems: (1) the purpose of the
match, and (2) the method for defining the systems and accessing
data,

Computer matching systems are used for two fairly separable
purposes in the food stamp program (FSP):

o verification of income, eligibility and benefit levels for
new FSP applicants (i.e. front-end verification), and

o verification of income, continued eligibility and benefit
levels for active FSP recipients (i.e. on-going
verification).

The type of access, that is, the means by which a match is

conducted, is either an on-line or batch process:3/

o "on—line" matching occurs when information about a food
stamp applicant or recipient is entered directly onto a
computer terminal and information is received back
immediately based on a match done instantly by the
computer.

o “"batch” matching occurs when information on a list of
reciplents or cases (or the entire caseload) is entered
onto a computer file (e.g., tape or disk), that file is
then matched to another file, and the results of the match
are received either on a new file (e.g. tape or disk) or on
a hard copy computer print-out. It takes longer to receive
information from batch processing than from on-line
processing (e.g., it can range from a few hours to several
weeks).

Examination of Table II.l reveals that 34 (14%) of the 248
systems are used for front—end matching, 107 (43%) are used
exclusively for on—-going matching, and 105 (42%) are used for
both front-end and on-going matching. Table II.1l also
distinguishes between on-line and batch access for matching.
Fifty-three systems (21%) use on-line processing and 194 (78%)
of the systems use batch processing.

§/Some state matching systems have both on-~line and batch
access, but for purposes of this study, they were defined as two
separate matching systems, because different procedures must be

followed to initiate each type of match.
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Table II.1

Number of Computer Matching Systems
in the Food Stamp Program,
by Purpose of Match
and Type of Access

On-line Batch

Purpose Access Access Total
Front—end verification only 17 17 34
On-going verification 5 102 107
Both front—-end and on-going 31 74 105
verification
Missing _— .__Z% —_
Total 53 193 248

*Some descriptive information on two systems is missing
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c. COVERAGE OF THE RELEVANT ISSUES BY THE COMPUTER MATCH
SYSTEMS

The operational characteristics of computer matching systems—-
the timing of the matches, the use of the match systems by other
public assistance programs, and the maturity of systems-—-are all
relevant topics for the study of computer matching in the FSP.
The timing of the match, or when the information from the
applicant or recipient is subjected to the match, can affect an
agency”s ability to monitor the changes in earned and unearned
income levels for applicants and recipients and to issue correct
benefit amounts. The extent to which a matching system 1s used
by other public assistance programs within an agency has cost
implications since matching costs may be shared among programs
using the same system. The maturity of the systems provides
insight into implementation trends in computer matching.

The timing of the match is related to both the purpose of the
match and the type of access (on-line or batch) utilized by the
matching system.

For front-end matching, timing is important because the intent
of front-end matching is to verify the income and assets of the
applicant household in order to determine the correct benefit
level at the beginning of the household”s participation in food
stamps. All food stamp applicants must be certified or denied
certification within 30 days and certain applicants must be
certified earlier through expedited certification. Therefore,
the sooner the front-end match is performed the more likely the
FSA is to authorize the correct amount of benefits to the
household.4/

Table I1.2 summarizes the timing of the front-end matching
systems by type of access. Of the 48 on-line matching systems
used for front-end matching, 39 of them (81%Z) are performed
immediately at application or daily. Another one is performed
weekly, while four are performed at another time, such as before
certification. Thus, nearly all the on~line front-end matching
is conducted on the day of application.

A/Technically, front—-end matching means that the match is
performed before the food stamp household is initially

certified, although it could be performed after certification if
the household is eligible for expedited services.
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Table II.2

Timing of Front-End Matching Performed

in the Food Stamp Program,
by Type of Access

Access
On-line Batch

Timing of Matching Access  Access Total
Immediately 21 -— 21
Daily 18 12 30
Veekly 1 13 14
Monthly 2 45 47
Quarterly _ 8 8
Other 4 4 8
Missing 2* 9* 11*
Total 48 91 139

*Some descriptive information on eleven systems is missing.
The two missing systems identified in Table II.1 are not
included in either Table II1.2 or II.3.
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Of the batch matches that are used for front—end matching, the
majority of them, 45 (50%) are performed monthly. A few are
used more frequently: 12 are used daily and 13 weekly. Because
of the 30-day certification period, it is highly unlikely that
the eight quarterly matching systems used for front-end matching
are used exclusively for front-end matching. This would not
allow enough time to perform the match before certifications.

A recipient”s income or assets are likely to change over time
and on—going matching is primarily used to verify changes in
wages, income, assets and household composition, on a regular,
on-going basis. Table II.3 summarizes the timing of the on-
going matching systems by the type of access. Batch matching is
best suited for matching at routine intervals of time and the
table shows that the majority of on—-going batch matching systems
are used monthly (79 of the 176 on—-going systems or 45%) or
quarterly (40 systems or 23%Z). Together the monthly and
quarterly batch matching systems make up the majority of the on-
going batch matching systems (68%Z). Batch matching systems are
also utilized at recertification (21 systems), weekly (12
systems), and annually (12 systems).

Of the 36 on—-line on—-going matching systems, the majority (75%)
are utilized at recertification or at the worker”s option.

Many computer matching systems are simultaneously used by
several public assistance programs.5/ That is, many of the
matching systems in use in the food—étamp program are part of
comprehensive public assistance matching systems. A compre-
hensive, or integrated, system facilitates the matching of

all public assistance cases within an agency (or some subset
thereof, such as, food stamps and AFDC, or food stamps, AFDC and
GA) against external data bases. The Census identified the
extent to which the 248 matching systems identified in this
report are also used by other programs.

Appendix Table A-4 documents this aspect of computer matching in
the food stamp program. Of the 248 matching systems, only 24
systems are used by the FSP only. That is, 90% of all food

EJPublic assistance programs include food stamps, AFDC,
Medicaid, Child Support, General Assistance, state supplements
to SSI and a few miscellaneous programs.
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Table I1.3

Timing of On—-Going Matching
in the Food Stamp Program,
by Type of Access

Access
On-line Batch
Timing of Matching Access Access Total
Weekly 0 12 12
Semi~monthly 2 4 6
Monthly 5 79 84
Quarterly 0 40 40
Semi-annually 0 2 2
Annually 1 12 13
At Recertification 18 21 39
At Worker”s Option 9 1 10
Other 1 3 __ 6
Total 36 176 212
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stamp matching systems (224 systems) are utilized by at least
one other program. Appendix Table A-4 also shows that of the
248 systems, 88% (220 systems) are also used by AFDC and 697%
(173 systems) are used by Medicaid. It is also interesting to
note that 64, or 26% are used jointly by food stamps, AFDC and
Medicaid.

Technological advancements in the past decade have been
extremely rapid. Computers are increasingly used for various
management purposes in all public programs. Interfacing
multiple data bases 1s now fairly easy to do and matching
information across data bases has become quite common. Some
state welfare agencies have been conducting computer matching
since the early 1970°s but the greatest proliferation has
occurred in the early 19807s.

The census attempted to document the maturity of the matching
systems used in the FSP, in terms of how long each system has
been in use. Appendix Table A-3 shows the year each system was
first used by the FSP, and this information is summarized in
Table II.4.

It is clear, however, that the introduction of computer matching
has greatly increased in the 1980°s and each year since between
1980 and 1985 a greater number of systems have become
operational. This trend will probably continue for at least
another few years because of the new IEVS regulations that
require FSP, AFDC, Medicaid and Unemployment Insurance programs
to verify wages, Social Security income and other benefits of
all program participants.

D. THE DATA SOURCES USED FOR COMPUTER MATCHING

This section describes one of the most Important features of the
data matching systems: data sources used for matching and the
currency of those data. It also includes the time it takes to
obtain the data, or to obtain the results of a match; and the
time required for local offices to receive the results of the
match. Finally, it discusses the nature of the match
information received by the local offices.

Through the census, 25 data sources used for matching with

food stamp files were identified. Table IT.5 summarizes the
number of matching systems using each type of data, and Appendix
Table A-2 documents the data sources used by each of the 248
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Table IT.4

Number of Food Stamp Matching Systems

by Year of Introduction
of Routine Matching

Introduction of Routine Matching

(Year(s) Systems in the Food Stamp Program
1969 1
1971-75 21
1975-78 20
1979 20
1980 4
1981 16
1982 18
1983 29
1984 41
1985 43
1986 27
Missing 8
Total 248

*
Descriptive information on 8 of the systems is missing.
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Table II.5

Number and Percentage of
Matching Systems
Using Various
Data Sources

Number of Systems Percent of Systems
Data Base Accessing Each Accessing Each
Data Base Base

Employer Reported

Wages 72 29.0
Ul Benefits 77 31.0
SSA Wage 8 3.2
SSA Employment 6 2.4
SSA Benefits 38 15.3
SST Benefits 41 16.5
State Tax 2 0.8
Bank 4 1.6
DMV 9 3.6
AFDC 21 8.4
General Assistance 5 2.0
Medicaid 9 3.6
Medicare 5 2,0
1099 Tax 1 0.4
Other Juris. Wage 4 1.6
Other Juris. UI 4 1.6
Other Juris. PA 7 2.8
SSA/SSN 7 2.8
Federal Disqual. 10 4,0
Workers Comp. 5 2.0
Other Employment 3 1.2
Other Non-Welfare 20 8.0
FS Duplication 12 4.8
Other State Assistance 19 7.6
Other Federal 2 0.8
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systems. (Table I1I1.2 in Chapter III summarizes the number of
states using each source of information.) The following list
provides a brief explanation of each of the data sources.

o STATE WAGES FILES: Most states have a wage reporting
system which requires employers to report on a quarterly
basis the amount of wages paid to each employee in jobs
covered by Unemployment Insurance. All states will attempt
a wage reporting system by 1987. The wage records are
usually maintained by the state employment security agency,
and in a few states the revenue or tax agency maintains
similar wage records on individuals.

o UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE FILES: The state employment
security agencies also administer the UL system. Each
employment security agency keeps records of who receives
unemployment insurance and the amount of the payments
issued.

0 SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION WAGE FILES: Unlike the UI
wage and benefits data which are handled at the state
level, Social Security information comes from federally
administered data systems. Wage or earnings files are
created from the main Social Security Administration (SSA)
data files on individuals.

o SSA SELF-EMPLOYMENT FILES: These files, like the SSA wage
files are created from SSA“s data files on individuals who
report self-employment.

o SSA BENEFIT FILES: SSA benefit files are composed of
Title II, or 0ld Age, Survivors, Disability and Hospital
Insurance (OASDHI) benefits which include: retirement,
survivor, and disability benefits, as well as eligibility
for Medicare Parts A and B. Matching on this data base is
referred to as the Beneficiary Data Exchange, or BENDEX.
For purposes of this report the first three categories,
which consist of dollar amounts, are referred to as SSA
Benefit files. The last file, Medicare eligiility status,
is referred to as a separate data source.

o] SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME BENEFIT FILES: SSA also
maintains the Supplemental Security Income (SSI) files
which include all individuals who are entitled to SSI and
the amount they are entitled to receive monthly. This data
source is referred to as the State Data Exchange or SDX.
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STATE TAX FILES: State tax files include all sources of
income and/or interest income. This is analogous to the
Internal Revenue Service”s Form 1040 for income and Form
1099 for interest income.

BANK RECORD FILES: These files contain either the savings
account or checking account balance individuals have in a
bank on any given day.

DEPARTMENT OF MOTOR VEHICLE FILES: These files, maintained
by the Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV) in each state,
contain the owner”s name for the make, model, and year of
every vehicle registered in the state. It also contains
the vehicle”s serial and license numbers.

AID TO FAMILIES WITH DEPENDENT CHILDREN (AFDC) FILES: AFDC
is a federally-supported, state administered program
created by Title IV-A of the Social Security Act for
families in need. These state files contain the names and
benefit amounts of all persons receiving benefits from the
AFDC program.

GENERAL ASSISTANCE (GA) FILES: General Assistance is a
generic term used to comprise all state and local programs
of continuing or emergency income assistance. These
programs are legislated, designed and funded at the state
and local level. This assistance is available to
individuals who are not eligible for federally-supported
assistance programs like AFDC. Like the AFDC files, these
state files contain the names and benefit amounts of all
persons receiving benefits from the program.

MEDICAID FILES: These state files contain names of
individuals participating in Medicaid, a federally
supported medical program for the needy.

MEDICARE FILES: These federal files contain names of
individuals eligible for Medicare Parts A and B, a federal
medical program that accompanies social security benefits.

INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE (IRS) INTEREST INCOME FILES:
These federal files contain the information on an
individual”s interest income, or 1099 Form.

OTHER JURISDICTION”S WAGE FILES: These files contain wage
information from a state or territory other than the one
initiating the match.
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OTHER JURISDICTION”S UI FILES: These files contain UI
information from a state or territory other than the one
initiating the match.

OTHER JURISDICTION"S PA FILES: These files contain
information on individuals receiving public assistance
benefits in a state or territory other than the one
initiating the match.

SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER (SSN) VALIDATION FILES: These
files, maintained by SSA, contain the master file for SSNs
and are used for assigning and validating social security
numbers.

NATIONAL DISQUALIFICATION FILES: These files contain the
names and SSNs of individuals that have been disqualified
from the food stamp program nationwide.

WORKERS COMPENSATION FILES: These state files include
names of individuals who have received workers compensation
insurance benefits, and the amount received.

OTHER EMPLOYMENT FILES: These state files contain the
information on individuals participating in employment
programs in the state such as those under the Job Training
Partnership Act or those employed by the state.

STATE NON-ASSISTANCE FILES: This is a miscellaneous
category of state files. It includes vital statistics
files, lottery files, and other state and local files.

FOOD STAMP FILES: These state files of all FS recipients
are used to ensure that food stamp applicants and
recipients do not participate in the program more than once
either by receiving benefits through a second household or
by applying in a second county.

STATE ASSISTANCE FILES OTHER THAN THOSE PREVIQUSLY
IDENTIFIED: This is another miscellaneous category which
contains state assistance files. It contains child support
enforcement files, the state supplement to SSI and other
assistance files.

FEDERAL FILES: These files contain federal employee or
retirement information.

21




Currency of

Information
in Data
Bases

22

Table of Contents

The most frequently accessed sources of data for computer
matching in the FSP are wages and UI benefits, which were
accessed by 77 (317%Z) and 72 (297%) of the computer matching
systems respectively. The third and fourth most frequently
accessed data sources are the SSA benefit files. Forty-one
(41), or 17% of the systems access the SDX system (SSI
benefits), while 38 or 15% of the systems access the Bendex
system (Title II benefits).

The fifth most frequently accessed data source 1s AFDC benefits,
used by 21 matching systems (8%). The census instrument
identified all of the matching systems that matched against non-
FSP data bases. Food Stamp and AFDC client files in most other
states are routinely checked as part of intake, often using an
automated integrated management information system, but this is
not considered a match by state officials. Therefore, the
census may not have identified all "internal”™ verification
systems. For example, the Texas welfare management information
system automatically reconciles benefits for all public
assistance recipients and Texas state officials do not consider
this a matching system.6/

The sixth and seventh most often matched categories of data are
state non-welfare files and state assistance files other than
those previously identified. None of the data sources in these
miscellaneous categories are accessed by more than five of the
food stamp matching systems.7/

In order for the information on the data bases to be most use-
ful to the FSP, it should pertain to the same time period used
for determining the benefit level. Respondents were asked to
identify (1) how often each data source is updated and (2) how
much time elapses between the end of the time period covered by
the data and the time the data become available for matching.
Although these may appear to be straightforward issues, they are
in fact quite complex. In many states the two primary data
bases used for matching—--wage records and UI records——are

6/

— Other public assistance program files may be reconciled with
food stamp files through a management information system as
well.

Z/There are five (5) vital statistics data bases accessed by FSP
computer matching systems.
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actually updated continuously. For example, employers are
required to report quarterly earnings and, depending on the
state, must submit the reports no later than three months after
the reporting quarter has ended. In several states the data
file becomes available one month after the end of the quarter,
and is continuously or periodically (e.g. weekly, monthly)
updated to include employers who submit reports after that

time. In some states the FSA receives all updated files; in
other states the data file is not made available until after all
employer reports are entered, and the file is technically
updated only once per quarter. Thus, wage records always cover
one quarter, each individual”s record is updated for each
quarter, but the data base may be updated more frequently. The
most current wage data could easily be for a quarter that ended
six to nine months earlier. This same type of complexity exists
with UI data.

Although most respondents knew how often they received files,
only a few knew how often the wage, UI and SSA information was
updated. Because of the complexity of this issue, the data are
somewhat unclear. Therefore, currency and frequency of
information by system is not presented in this report. These
factors will be examined in detail during the intensive third
phase of this study.

Information on two aspects of how much time is required to
perform the entire matching process is presented in Appendix
Table A-7 and summarized here. Appendix Table A-7 identifies,
system, how long it takes for the match to be performed from the
perspective of the food stamp agency. The results may be ob-
tained immediately, as in the case of on-line access which is
initiated by the local agency. The results may be obtained
overnight, 1f the state FSP initiates a match through a batch
process. 1f the state food stamp agency is the initiator of the
match, but the match must be performed in another agency or
department, the length of time for the results of the match to
come back from that agency or department may take up to a month
Or more.

Table I1I.6 summarizes the length of time required to perform the
match on the 248 systems. The table shows that the most common
time lapse (76 systems) is overnight. This type of match {is
usually handled at the state level. The results of 63 of the
matches took from one to four weeks to “"turn around” and another
11 took a month or more. This type of match is usually handled
by an agency or department other than the food stamp agency.
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Length of Time Required to Perform the Match

by the Number of Food Stamp
Matching Systems

Timing of Match Number of Systems Percent
Immediately 53 21.4
Later in Day 9 3.6
Overnight 76 30.7
2-6 days 31 12.5
1-4 weeks 63 25.0
1 Month or More 11 b.b
Varies 2 .8
Missing _ﬁf 1.6
TOTAL 248 100

*Descriptive information on 4 of the systems is missing.
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Another potential time lag may occur between the time the state
receives the information and when the local agency receives the
information that has resulted from the match. As summarized in
Table II.7, the results of front—end matching arrive at the
local offices in less than one day for 68 (49%) of the 138
systems; and in two to six days for 59 (437%) of the systems.
Appendix Table A-7 also includes this type of time lag for each
system. For on—-going matching, information for a majority of
the systems (115 systems, 55%) arrives at the local offices in 2
to 7 days, and in less than one day for 63 (30%) of the
systems.

Thus, nearly all systems provide local offices with matching
information within one week of the initiation of the match: 927%
of front-end system and 85% of on—-going systems.

An additional feature of a matching system is the nature of
information that local FS employeses receive about the results of
the match, and there is tremendous variation across systems.

The local offices might receive the following types of
information on cases subjected to a match:

o All information from the data sources on all cases checked.

o} Information from the data source only for those cases where
some discrepant information was identified.

o Information from the data source only for those cases with
some minimum amount of income (frequently called a
tolerance or thrashold) identified.

o Information only on those cases where some specified amount
of discrepancy was identified, that is, a predetermined
difference between the income the food stamp recipient
reports and that which the matching system reports.

The first type of information provides local staff with
extensive data on all cases, and could require substantial time
at the local level to screen/identify the information that is
important to verify.

The second type of information provides data on any discrepant
information identified by the matching system on such items as
income, address, SSN or program status. This method requires
less screening on the part of local staff, although some
discrepant cases may not require further action. For example,
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Table I1.7

Length of Time Required for Results of Food Stamp
Matching to Reach Local Offices,
by Number of Matching Systems

Time Lapse for Local Front—-End On-Going
Receipt of Match Number of Number of
Information Systems Percent Systems Percent
Less Than One-Day 60 43.2 49 23.1
Overnight 8 5.8 14 6.6
2-6 Days 58 41.7 115 54,2
1-3 Weeks 10 7.2 28 13.2
1-4 Months 1 .7 3 1.4
Missing ._gj_ _1l.4 3* 1.4
Total 139 100 212 100

*Descriptive information on 5 systems is missing.
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the matching source might report an address that conflicts with
the address the recipient reported, but if the local agency
knows the recipient has moved, this requires no further action.

The third type of information, a tolerance or threshold, screens
out those cases with discrepant information that are unlikely to
require further action by local workers. For instance, a state
may screen out those cases in which a recipient received $500 or
less income in a given quarter, because such small amounts of
income are not likely to change the benefits a household is
entitled to or its eligibility status.

The final type of information, based on discrepancy levels, also
screens out discrepant information which is unlikely to require
further action. A discrepancy level is different from a
threshold in that it relates the information provided by the
food stamp recipient to the information in the match system.

For example, if the state has set a discrepancy level of $300
income for a quarter, information from the results of a match is
forwarded to the local office only if the income identified is
at least $300 different than the amount that is on the FS file
based on recipient reported information.

Respondents were asked to describe in general what information
locals offices receive from each matching system, but because
the intent of the questions was to obtain a better understanding
of the various forms of information retrieval, it cannot be
summarized by system. This issue will be addressed further 1in
Phases 2 and 3 of the study.

This chapter summarized the characteristics of the 248 computer
matching systems currently in use in the food stamp program
nationwide. The next chapter describes the use of these systems
by state.
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ITI. STATE ROLES AND POLICIES ON COMPUTER MATCHING

A. INTRODUCTION

To completely understand computer matching in the food stamp
program, it 1is useful to examine the topic from both a system
and a state perspective. While the previous chapter examined
system features, this chapter examines computer matching using a
state (as opposed to system level) focus. This level of
analysis provides insight into the role of the states in the
matching process, and enables one to view states in terms of
their various approaches to computer matching.

Section B provides general information including the distribu-
tion of systems among states, the extent that a state”s entire
caseload is matched, and a general discussion of the data bases
used by states. Section C details the interaction of state and
local food stamp offices in the matching process, and section D
discusses special matching activities that have been undertaken
by state FSA“s. The final section summarizes state respondents”
perceptions about the effectiveness of computer matching and
their general impressions about the new IEVS requirements.

B. GENERAL FEATURES OF STATE COMPUTER MATCHING POLTCIES

Chapter II described the 248 computer matching systems
identified nationwide. As of August 1986, only one state,

Ohio, reported that it did not conduct any computer matching

on a routine basis for food stamp applicants or recipients‘l/
All other states plus the District of Columbia, Guam and the
Virgin Islands did conduct computer matching for food stamp
applicants and/or recipients. Table 1.1 in Chapter I summarized
the different computer matching systems in operation in each
state. Table III.1 here and Table A-1 in the Appendix show the
distribution of these 248 systems among the states and jurisdic-
tions. The number of systems range from one (in Nevada,
Virginia and the Virgin Islands) to eleven (in Missouri), with
most states having four or five different computer matching
systems.

States typically do some type of matching on their entire

food stamp caseload using both front-end and on—-going
procedures. WNearly all states (48) use front-end matching

(see Table A-15 in the Appendix). The five state/jurisdictions
that reported doing no front—-end matching in 1986 are Towa,

l/Ohio does conduct computer matching for AFDC and those food
stamp recipients who also receive AFDC are subject to match-

ing. At the time of the survey, 0Ohio was planning to implement
computing matching in the FSP in 1987 in accordance with IEVS.
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Table ITI.1

Distribution of Computer Matching Systems
Used in State
Food Stamp Programs, 1986

Number of Matching Systems
Used by State FS Programs

No computer matching for FSP
One matching system for FSP
Two matching systems for FSP
Three matching systems for FSP
Four matching systems for FSP
Five matching systems for FSP
Six matching systems for FSP
Seven matching systems for FSP
Eight matching systems for FSP

Nine or more matching systems
for FSP

Total

Number of States/ Percent
Jurisdictions

1 1.9

3 5.7

3 5.7

6 11.3

13 24.5

14 26.4

3 5.7

3 5.7

5 9.4

2 3.8

53 100
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North Dakota, Ohio, Washington, and the Virgin Islands. All of
the other 48 states and territories have at least one system
which matches their entire new applicant caseload (see Appendix
Table A-16).

All states and jurisdictions except Ohio routinely conducted
computer matching on active food stamp cases in 1986 (on-going
matching). Of these states, only two (Alabama and Minnesota)
did not have a system which matched their entire on—going
caseload (see Table A~-17 in the Appendix). Alabama conducts on-
going matching only for clients receiving unemployment insurance
or those considered "potential” unemployment insurance
beneficiaries (e.g., those with strong work histories).
Minnesota does not conduct on—-going matches for children in FSP
cases, restricting its matching to adults. (The census did not
specifically ask whether a state matches on all clients or only
adults, so it is possible that Minnesota”s policy of only
matching adults is more common. The survey of local FSAs in
Phase 2 of the program operations study includes specific
questions about matching on adults versus children, and that
information can be used to supplement the state information
reported in this document)

Though other states may restrict their matching to adults, the
overall coverage of states” FSP caseload appears to be extensive
in that nearly all cases were covered by some matching system.

A variety of data sources are used by states in the course

of their routine computer matching activities. Wages and
unemployment insurance are the major types of information

on food stamp clients that are verified. Consequently, the
various state wage reporting agencies are the largest sources
of data to the food stamp agencies. The Social Security Admin-
istration, by providing SSA wages and benefits as well as sup-
plemental payments made to the aged, blind and disabled (SSI
benefits) is an additional source of wage and income data.
Banks and state motor vehicle departments are utilized by FSA”s
because they are sources of asset information.

Sources of data routinely matched by state agencles are sum—
marized in Table III.2 and presented in more detail in Appendix
Tables A-2 and A-14. Table III.2 corresponds to Table II.5
which summarized the data sources by matching system. The two
most prevalent sources are unemployment insurance files and
employer wage reports. Forty—eight states (91% of all
states/jurisdictions) match against UI files and 45 states (85%)
match wage records. The next most common data bases are SSA
files on individuals receiving SSI benefits (34 states, 64% of
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Data Bases

Number of States

Percent States

Ul Benefits

DES Wages

SSI Benefits

SSA Benefits

AFDC

Other Non-Welfare
Other State Assist.
FS Duplication
DMV

SSA Wage

Federal Disqual.
Medicaid

SSA/SSN

SSA Employment
Other Juris. PA
Workers Comp.
Bank

General Assistance
Medicare

Other Juris. Wage
Other Juris. UL
State Tax

Other Employment
Other Federal
1099 Tax

48
45
34
32
14
12
12
10
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all states) and individuals receiving Social Security retirement
or survivor benefits (32 states, 607 of all states).

A significant number of states also conduct routine matching
against other files in the welfare agency. 1In 14 states (26% of
all states), the food stamp files are routinely matched against
AFDC files, 4 states (87%) match against general assistance
files, and 7 states (13%) match against Medicaid. Ten states
(19%) reported that one of the routine matches checks for an
individual”s duplicate participation in food stamps. In many
other states AFDC and FS records are routinely checked as part
of the regular certification process, especially 1f the client
management information systems for food stamps, AFDC, Medicaid
and GA are Iintegrated. Agencies with integrated management
systems where routine verification is done as part of the intake
process, however, were not identified as computer matching
systems for the purposes or this study.

The primary data sources used by states are summarized below.

Wage Information. Wage data are accessed by FSA”s through a
variety of sources. As Table III1.3 shows, the most common
source of wage information is the state”s own wage-reporting
agency or, in the case of several states, the state Department
of Revenue or Tax Board. Forty-five states access wage records
from either an employer wage reporting system or an equivalent
file through the state tax system. Eight states/jurisdictions
compare client reported wages against wages reported to the
Social Security Adminstration (SSA wages). Three jurisdictions
(D.C., Missouri and Utah) examine wage records from both sources
(i.e., using both wages reported by employers to the state wage
reporting agency as well as wages reported to SSA). Three
states (Nebraska, Ohio, and Rhode Island) reported no computer
matching on wages from any source in 1986.

Unemployment Insurance Files. Unemployment Insurance files are
used for matching in 48 states and jurisdictions. These files
can provide not only information on current benefit amounts, but
also a record of the benefits paid for up to five previous
quarters. Some state wage files identify employers and note how
much money 1is left in the beneficiary”s UI account.

Social Security Administration Data. The Social Security
Administration is a primary source of information to states.
States use three types of SSA data for matching: (1) Nine
states match against SSA Wages — wages on which social security
taxes were paid (either through an employer or by self-employed
individuals); (2) thirty-two states match SSA Benefits -
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Number of Jurisdiction
Source States Percent
Only State Wage Reporting Agency 42 79.2
Only Social Security Administration 5 9.4
Both SSA and State reported wages 3 5.7
No wage matching from either source 3 5.7
Total 53 100
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individual social security retirement or survivor benefits; and
(3) thirty-four states match SSI Benefits — individual
Supplemental Security Income benefits. Table III1.4 shows the
number of states with access to each of these three types of
information, and Appendix Table A-14 provides specific detail.

Bank Matches. Financial institution (bank) matching is con-

ducted on a routine basis by four states: Connecticut, Hawaii,
Maine and Massachusetts. This generally consists of the welfare
agency arranging for periodic matching with banks. The agency
submits a list of social security numbers to the banks
participating in the match, then the banks provide information
on those with accounts on the day the match is conducted. The
banks, for example, provide the balance in the account on that
day. States do not have direct access to bank files.

Department of Motor Vehicles. Department of Motor Vehicles

files are matched routinely by nine jurisdictions (Arizona,
D.C., Hawaii, Illinois, Maine, Michigan, New York, North
Carolina and Utah). These files generally include motor
vehicles registered to an individual, and in some cases the
value of the vehicle.

C. STATE AND LOCAL ROLES IN COMPUTER MATCHING

The process of computer matching involves activities at both the

state and local levels. The census represents an initial
attempt to examine the roles of the different levels, as
summarized in this section. The second phase of the study will
focus on local procedures and activities involved in matching
and will discuss the role of computer matching in certification,
recertification, fraud detection and the establishment of
claims, activities which more naturally fall under the
jurisdiction of the local office. In order to have a broad
understanding of computer matching as it is used in the food
stamp program, it is useful to examine the distribution and
coordination of responsibilities between the state and local
offices. Three specific types of activities were addressed in
the census: (1) state and local interaction for conducting a
match, (2) case actions taken as a result of a match, and (3)
requirements states establish for local office reporting on the
outcomes of matching.

The computer matching process begins when an individual applies
for food stamps, or when a food stamp recipient is subject to
periodic recertification.
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Table III.4

Number of States Using
Social Security Administration Files
For Computer Matching
in the Food Stamp Program

Number of States/

SSA Data Jurisdictions Percent
SSA Wages 8 15.1
SSA Benefits 32 60.4
SSI Benefits 34 64.2
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The actual initiation of a match (i.e., action that triggers a
match) can occur at either the local level or the state level.
The local office may have direct access to the data base,
allowing local staff to conduct the match (in 102 of the 248
systems - 42% - local offices have this direct access). More
often, the local agency must either request that the state
conduct a match or a state office routinely initiates matches.
Regardless of whether the local agency or state office accesses
the data base, the information is usually obtained in one of two
ways.

First, in most cases, a list of clients is sent to the agency
maintaining the data base (either the state welfare/FSA agency
or an outside agency). Within the census this is called batch
access, and all states (except Ohio) have at least one batch
matching system. As discussed in Chapter II, batch matching is
generally used for on-going verification of active food stamp
cases, on a weekly, monthly, quarterly, or annual basis, or at
recertification. With batch matching, the agency performs the
match and the information is received after some time delay
ranging from a few hours to more than a month after the request
is first made.

Alternatively, the state or local office may be equipped with
computers that have direct access to files maintained for
matching, and be able to retrieve the information immediately
(called on-line access). On-line access is generally used for
initial certification or investigative purposes. 1In 1986,
twenty-six states had local on-line access for at least one
computer matching systemn.

Regardless of the type of access, once the local office has
received the data, local staff then are responsible for
processing cases with discrepant information.

There 1s considerable local variation in terms of action taken
as a result of matching. First, all discrepant information
must be reconciled. Clients may be contacted by phone or asked
to come into the office to clarify the discrepancy. If neces-
sary, a third party might be contacted (usually an employer).

In many cases, the caseworker can clarify the inconsistency
without any contact with the client or other persons. (Specific
local reconciliation methods will be examined in phase 3 of this
study).

Should attempts to reconcile the two sources of information

fail, and a true over—-issuance is identified as a result of
computer matching, it is then the responsibility of the local
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office to initiate a claim on that case to recapture past
overpayments. As described in the Claims Collection Systems”
report for the FSPOS, computer matching of wages is a major
factor involved in the detection of over—-issuances. When asked
to rank the relative effectiveness of the various methods of
identifying over-issuances (included among the several
possibilities were Quality Control reviews and recertification
reviews), computer matching of wages was among the three most
highly ranked methods in 36 of the 53 state agencies.2/

There is much variation in terms of what local FSAs report

to the state agency about computer matching. Twenty-two
states and jurisdictions require local offices to submit

some reports related to their matching activities; eleven
require reports on some front-end matching systems; twenty-one
require reports on some on—-going matching systems.

Table III.5 summarizes the status of reporting that these states
require. Four states (Kansas, New Jersey, Washington and
Wyoming) require that a "turnaround document,” or tear sheet
attached to each matched case, be completed on each "hit".
Wyoming uses turnaround documents for all three of its matching
systems (all are batch); New Jersey uses them for both of the
on~going batch systems, and Washington uses it for its batch
wage matching. The turnaround documents are attached to cases
matched by batch systems and sent from the state office to local
offices; local staff then report resolutions back to the

state. In Kansas, local staff complete the turn—-around document
for each case on which duplicate participation is identified
through the on-line matching system.

Fourteen state agencies require local offices to submit regular
aggregate reports on the resolution of "hits” from at least some
of their matching systems. These reports generally are to
include number of "hits”, number reconciled, and number referred
to the claims unit. Three states require locals to report the
number of claim referrals that result from matching.

Three observations can be made regarding reporting data on
computer matching activity. First, few states routinely
maintain information on the number of hits or the resolution of
hits. Table A-6 in the Appendix indicates that 23 states have
some type of activity/outcome data on on-going matching.

g—/Sharon K. Long, Final State Census Report: Claims Collection
System, Mathematica Policy Research, 1986.
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States Requiring Local Reports

on Computer Matching Activity

in the Food Stamp Program

Nature of

States Requiring
Some Reporting on

States Requiring Some
Reporting on On—-Going

Reporting Front-end Matching Matching
Turnaround KS (1 of 4 systems) KS (1 of 6 systems)
Document on WY (2 of 2 systems) NJ (2 of 2 systems)
each match WA (1 of 3 systems)
WY (3 of 3 systems)
Aggregate FL (1 of 1 system) DE (2 of 2 systems)
Resolution GA (1 of 2 systems) FL (3 of 3 systems)
of hits MN (3 of 3 systems) GA (1 of 3 systems)
NM (1 of 1 system) HI (3 of 3 systems)
NY (1 of 2 systems) IA (1 of 4 systems)
RI (3 of 5 systems) MI (2 of &4 systems)
GU (5 of 5 systems) MN (3 of 3 systems)
NM (3 of 3 systems)
NY (1 of 3 systems)
PA (1 of 3 systems)
RI (3 of 5 systems)
TX (1 of 3 systems)
WA (2 of 3 systems)
GU (4 of 4 systems)
Number of Claim CA (2 of 3 systems)
Referrals and/ CT (1 of 5 systems)
or Amount LA (2 of 6 systems)
Number of Dupli- NE (1 of 5 systems)
cate Participa—-
tion Attempts
Reporting Infor- MI (1 of 1 system) VI (1 of 1 system)
mation Not Spec-
ified in Census
Total States/ 11 22

Jurisdictions
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However, these reports cover only 46 of the 107 systems used for
on-going matching. Only four states maintain any data on
outcomes of front-end matching, covering five of the 35 systems
used for front-end matching. States do not regularly produce
such reports, but several respondents indicated they could
provide the information with additional programming and analysis
(which was not requested for this study). It is possible,
however, that local offices maintain more summary data, and that
will be addressed in phases 2 and 3 of this study.

Second, although 22 states require some reporting, very few
states require local offices to submit information about
matching from all systems. Four states with only batch matching
do require reports on all matching from all systems (Florida,
Minnesota, Wyoming and Guam). Five states require reports on
all on-going matching (Delaware, Hawaii, New Jersey, New Mexico,
and the Virgin Islands), and all of these except one 1in Delaware
are batch systems. Only two states require reports from locals
on all front-end matching: Michigan, from its daily on-line
match with DMV files, and New Mexico, from its on-line system
that includes wage, UI, SSA and welfare agency information.

Third, even in states that do maintain data on matching, several
respondents noted that either the local reports were not
consistently received, or that some information was not
completely accurate. Since respondents were not asked about
data accuracy and consistency, it is not known how serious a
limination this is. Phase 3 of the study will examine the
entire matching process and reporting in more detail. See
Appendix Tables A-~12 and A-13 for detailed information by system
and state regarding the frequency and content of reports.

D. SPECIAL MATCHES CONDUCTED BY STATES

In addition to the routine matching functions undertaken on a
regular basis, some states use their data processing cap—
abilities to perform one-time only or "special” matches. The
two broad categories for this type of match are (1) state-
directed test matches using in~state files from other programs
or the various data files of a neighboring jurisdiction, and (2)
matching against federally-generated data bases.

Thirty state agencles reported special matching using at least
one type of special match, and 15 of those agencies had
conducted more than one type of special match during the last
two years. Twenty—-three state agencies reported no special
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matching activities in their state during the last two years.
Table A-18 in the Appendix summarizes these results. Special
matching is generally regarded enthusiastically by the state
respondents because it provides an opportunity to develop and
test potentially useful matches by analyzing the cost and
results without fully implementing an entire system.

A description of each type of special match, and the number of
states that reported conducting each type at least once over the
past two years, is presented below. Table A-18 in the Appendix
identifies specific states that have conducted each type of
special match.

o NEIGHBORING JURISDICTION MATCHES ON PUBLIC ASSISTANCE
FILES: This type of matching involves state matching of the
food stamp files against the FS, AFDC and/or other public
assistance programs” files from a neighboring jurisdiction.
(15 states)

o NEIGHBORING JURISDICTION MATCHES ON EARNED INCOME: This
type of matching involves state matching of the food stamp
file against the wage or unemployment compensation files of
a neighboring jurisdiction. (9 states)

o ASSET MATCHES: This category includes matching information
on food stamp clients against records from financial
institutions, such as banks and credit bureaus and also
includes the matching of motor vehicle and recreational
vehicle (including boats) registration records. (8 states)

o SSN VERIFICATION MATCHES: This category of matching
includes any matches involving interface with the Social
Security Administration in attempting to verify or validate
the Social Security Numbers of food stamp appliants or
recipients. (2 states)

o FEDERAL FILE MATCHES: This category involves matching
agalnst federally-generated files including retired civil
service employees, the INS-deported alien file or the
federal food stamp disqualification file. (8 states)

o FNS-REGIONAL MATCH: This category includes special
requests from FNS to match the Food Stamp files against
wages, benefits and/or food stamp files of states within a
particular region. (5 states)

By far the most frequently mentioned type of special match was
the match with the public assistance programs in neighboring
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jurisdictions, used by fifteen states. Interstate welfare/FS
matching often becomes routine after the state tries it on a
special or demonstration basis. For example, Kansas and
Missouri matched their entire welfare and FS files on a trial
basis in 1984 and then the interstate match became routine in
1985,

In contrast, only nine states conducted special matches with the
wage or unemployment compensation files of a neighboring
jurisdiction. A state might only be interested in this type

of match if a substantial number of residents cross state lines
in order to work. Coordinating with neighboring wage agencies
is probably more difficult than coordinating with neighboring
welfare agencies. These might be two reasons why special
matches with other welfare agencies are more common than those
with other states” wage and UI agencies.

Special intra-state matches have been conducted in ten states.
For example, Texas matched its food stamp files against several
state agencles” files, including the Department of Health (for
vital statistics) and the Department of Corrections (for incar-
cerated individuals). Illinois described a demonstration
project in which their food stamp files were matched against
various state records 1including vital statistics, school
attendance, and active and retired state employees. Most of
these types of special matches do not become part of the routine
matching activities of the state but appear to serve more as
periodic checks for fiscal accountability.

Eight states have conducted special asset matches with local
institutions. Most of these have been with financial
institutions and have examined the presence of bank accounts and
balances in accounts. All states which included matching
against assets such as vehicles (automobiles, boats, or
recreational vehicles) are also included in this category in
Table A-18 of the Appendix.

Eight states also mentioned performing special matching using
some kind of federally-generated file. California and Texas
performed a special match using the retired federal employees
file, Oklahoma matched against a list of deported aliens,
Pennsylvania performed a special match using files from the
Immigration and Naturalization Service at the request of FNS,
and Rhode Island conducted a Bendex wage match on a one-time
only basis. Wyoming used the federal disqualified FS recipients
file, and two states mentioned an experimental Social Security
number validation match.
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Perceptions The general comments about computer matching were almost
of Effec~ uniformly positive and most respondents were anticipating
tiveness the development of new, more efficient matching systems or

networks in the future. Most felt the wage and UI matches were
generally the most effective matches in terms of reducing the
number of erroneous certifications. States with matching
systens that include joint access to wage and UI data listed
those systems as the most effective in reducing certifications
and error rates. Overall the Ul portion of the joint matching
system or the separate UI match was generally considered to be
the most useful since the Ul files report current benefits.
That is, the UI information reports income for the same period
that 1s relevant for determining food stamp eligibility and
benefit levels.

In fact, although wage and UI matching were the systems most
frequently mentioned as being effective, several respondents
expressed dissatisfaction with wage matching, especially for
front-end matching, because the earnings files have at least a
three—-month time lag; and in some states the most recent
earnings might be as old as one year. Thus, wage files,
according to some respondents, may be used as indicators of
possible employment, suggesting which recipients work status
should be monitored most closely, but not for verifying income.

There were fewer comments about other data bases. A few
respondents noted that the SSA wage and SSI (SDX) files are very
useful in identifying unreported income, but at least as many
other respondents complained that the SSA data are too old to be

useful.

Reactions The new IEVS regulations could require major changes to

to IEVS existing state computer matching policies. Three aspects
oftlhr wnn.. Tadt o= & T R P 2 neel mamler b aad PN

——

(1) the requirement to match on employer wage-reporting data,
IRS data and SSA wage data; (2) the requirement to conduct
matching on all food stamp clients; and (3) the requirement that
100% of all "hits" be “followed up” within 30 days. Although
respondents were not specifically asked about IEVS which will
become part of the regulation as of October 1, 1986, they were
given an opportunity to add their own general comments related
to computer matching. Many of the general comments were related
to IEVS.

The most negative reactions to IEVS reflected concerns about (1)
the currency and accuracy of the data bases required for
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matching, (2) the duplication of effort that is likely to occur
by matching against IRS and SSA wages when most states already
conduct wage matches using data from their own wage reporting
agencies, and (3) the 30-day follow-up requirement.

The reporting requirements under IEVS evoked many direct and
concise comments. Several respondents felt that it is
unrealistic to expect a completed follow-up on "hits™ within 30
days after receipt of the information, since as one mentioned,
"each print-out contains tens of thousands of cases”. This is
presumably a concern in those states that do not use discrepancy
or income criteria to pre-screen matched cases. Some
respondents felt that administrative and paperwork costs
associated with matching will increase, as well as coordination
required with other agencies. For example, one respondent
explained that his FSA will now be required to establish new
coordination with three or more agencies.

Additionally, several respondents expressed concern that states
may no longer have the discretion to set discrepancy levels and
tolerances, and that FSAs would thus have little flexibility in
establishing effective matching policies. A number of persons
commented that they are already undertaking matches which they
feel are most effective, and a few felt that the requirement to
match on all clients was not cost—effective. Some states now
conduct wage matching only for adults, for example, and feel the
required match on clients of all ages is wasteful and
inefficient.

A few respondents in states that do not currently conduct
extensive matching were also concerned that the new regulations
will require substantial investment of state funds for
increasing their programming and data processing capabilities,
and some felt there was not enough assistance being provided by
the federal office for technical development of systems.

Although the comments about IEVS generally reflected concern
about the increased effort required of states, a few respondents
did have positive reactions. Several agencies mentinned that
although the IRS data are not timely, matching on the IRS data
base will at least provide some access to financial resources
and unearned income that has not previously been available.
Similarly, in states where wage matching is not currently done,
respondents view IEVS as a positive catalyst that was needed to
allow development of a wage matching system.
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Although many concerns were raised about the requirement that
follow-up be conducted (and completed) within 30 days and the
associated tracking costs involved, there were no specific
comments about the requirement that 100% of the "hits" be
followed-up. It is possible that those states which currently
have detailed procedures for follow-up already require all
"hits" to be reconciled/followed-up (although few of these
states have reporting systems that allow for determination of
whether all the hits are actually followed-up). In contrast, in
states that currently do not have formal policies on follow-up,
the respondents to this census may not know if 100% is excessive
or not, since local agencies have substantial discretion in
defining a "hit”. This issue will be more directly addressed
after the second phase of the program operations study.

E. SUMMARY

In summary, there is much variation across states in their
policies concerning computer matching, and within each state,
there is variation by type of matching system. All states and
jurisdictions except Ohio conducted some type of computer
matching on food stamp applicants and/or recipients in mid-
1986. Most states had four or five different matching
systems. The most common sources of data for matching are
unemployment insurance payments and employer-reported wages.
All states (except Ohio) have at least one batch system for
matching, and twenty—-six states have at least one on-line
system, It is clear that computer matching in the FSP is quite
extensive, and that, given the new IEVS requirements, develop-
ment of new systems is likely to continue over the next few
years.
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IV. STATE COMPUTER MATCHING TYPOLOGIES

The structured nature of the data collected in the census allows
for the development of descriptive state typologies. Several of
the characteristics of state policies and activities regarding
computer matching in the food stamp program were isolated and
used as the basis for comparison of computer matching operations
across states. The mode of access which a local office uses in
conducting the matches, the range of information covered by the
data bases accessed, the level of involvement or intensity of
state policy with regard to computer matching and the historical
background of matching within a state agency form the basis for
the comparative dimensions and the subsequent development of
state typologies. The first section of this chapter defines the
comparative dimensions and the second section discusses some
general state comparisons that can be made using the typlogies
developed.

A. SPECIFICATION OF THE COMPARATIVE DIMENSIONS

The following four dimensions form the basis for development of
the descriptive state typologies:

Mode of access

Range of data bases

Intensity of state policies
Maturity of matching operations

© 0 0 O

The first three dimensions were created by combining several
independent characteristics identified by the census, the fourth
is a single descriptive characteristic.

The first dimension on which states can be compared is based on
the method with which local offices in a state access the data
bases for regular matching purposes. Matching, as discussed
previously, can be conducted through on—-line or batch
processing. The following categories define the "mode of
access"” dimension:

o) No routine matching on food stamp participants. (one
state)
o Batch matching only. (25 states)

o] Essentially all matching is done by batch processing, but
local staff do have on-line access to at least one non-wage
data file (e.g., DMV files, vital statistics files).

(7 states)
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o Both batch and on—-line matching are routinely done, and
local staff have on-line access to major matching data
bases, including wage information. (20 states)

The second dimension for state comparison “the range of data
bases”, involves the level and type of data base utilization by
a state. This dimension reflects whether a state uses only the
information from the most common data bases (i.e., wage records,
unemployment insurance and/or the Social Security files), or
whether those commmon data sources are supplemented with
information from other external files such as DMV, Banks, or
from the records of other states. The "data range" categories
are as follows:

o No data used routinely for matching food stamp
participants. (one state)

o} Wage, Ul and/or SSA data plus internal agency files such as
AFDC or dupliate FS participation. (25 states)

o Wage, UL and/or SSA data plus internal agency files plus
other external files (e.g., vital statistics, DMV,
Banks). (27 states)

The third dimensions "intensity of state policy”, consists of
eight categories which together define; (1) whether matching is
specifically done for applicants (i.e., front-end matching), or
solely for recipients (i.e., on—going matching); and (2) how
frequently on-going matching is conducted. The eight
"intensity" categories are:

o] No computer matching is routinely conducted on food stamp
participants, but those participants who are also receiving
AFDC are included in the regular AFDC matches. (one state)

o No special front-end matching is conducted on food stamp
applicants, but regular quarterly matching 1s conducted on
the entire caseload. Thus, all participants are subject to
a match at least quarterly. (one state)

o No special front—end matching is conducted on food stamp
applicants, but regular monthly matching is conducted that
includes all cases. Thus, all participants are subject to
a match at least monthly. (8 states)
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o All new food stamp applicants each week, month or quarter
are subject to matching, and regular matching on the entire
caseload 1s conducted quarterly or at recertification. (3
states)

o] All new food stamp applicants each week or each month are
subject to matching, and regular matching on the entire
caseload is conduced weekly or monthly. (10 states)

o All new food stamp applicants are subject to matching
either immediately at intake or within twenty-four hours,
and regular quarterly matching is conducted on the entire
caseload. (7 states)

o All new food stamp applicants are subject to matching
either immediately at intake or within twenty-four hours,
and regular monthly matching is conducted on the entire
caseload. (15 states)

o All new food stamp applicants are subject to matching
either immediately at intake or within twenty-four hours,
and regular weekly matching is conducted on the entire
caseload. (4 states)

The fourth factor and final dimension for comparing states, “the

maturity of matching operations” is based on the length of time

for which a state has been conducting computer matching on food
stamp participants. The four "maturity” categories are:

o Computer matching on food stamp participants conducted as
early as 1978,

o] Computer matching on food stamp participants initiated
between 1979 and 1983. (15 states)

o Computer matching on food stamp participants initiated
between 1984 and 1986. (26 states)

0 No regular matching on food stamp participants as of 1986.
{one state)

B. CATEGORIZATION OF THE STATES

The four dimensions are by no means the only important
characteristics of state computer matching policies, but they do
represent several of the critical differences among states in
their approaches toward computer matching. These
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characteristics were examined more closely to determine whether
there are any patterns or relationships among them that might
allow states to be categorized, or grouped together, based on
common approach to computer matching. Tables IV.1l, IV.2, IV.3,
and IV.4 characterize all states on each of the four dimensions
defined above. Although there are no obvious patterns or
relationships among these four dimensions, the categorizations
do provide a way to group states together based on similar
characteristics.

Two primary characteristics of computer matching are the
frequency with which states conduct matching and the types of
data bases accessed. These two dimensions were used to
categorize states; and the two-dimensional typology is presented
in Table 1IV.5. This typology suggests at least two ways that
states might be grouped together for further examination of
computer matching.l/

First, about half the states limit their matching to the primary
sources of data (UI, wage, SSA and files internal to the
welfare/food stamp agency), the other half also match against
some other external data bases (e.g., department of motor
vehicles, banks, tax agencies). Additionally, Table IV.5
indicates that 20 of the 26 states that use additional external
files also conduct matching very frequent. Sixteen of these
conduct monthly matching on the entire FS caseload, and four
conduct weekly matching on the entire FS caseload. This may
suggest that those state agencies that use many data bases and
conduct matches on a relatively frequent basis are perhaps
similar in other ways. For example, these policies may reflect
a high priority on computer matching, although it is not clear
whether using more data bases and conducting more frequent
matches is more effective than using one or two data bases and
conducting less frequent matches. This categorization of
states, however, does allow identification of states that are
more or less similar on these two dimensions, a categorization
which could be a proxy for the priority given to computer
matching.

l/Three other two-way typologies were examined; "intensity” by
"maturity”, "data base by maturity” and "mode by intensity”.
The typology described in the following paragraphs, however,
exemplifies the kind of insights from this type of
categorization.
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Table 1V.1

Categorization of States by

Intensity of Computer Matching Policies

As of 1986
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No FEN;
Ho FrsS Quarterly
State Matching ongoing

Wo FENM;
Monthly
ongoing

Wkly/Hnthly wkly/Nnthly
FER; Qtrly/ PEN; wWkly/
Recert Ongoing Manthly Ongeing

Inmed. PFENM;
Quarterly
ongeing

Immed. PEN;
HMonthly
ongoing

Iamed. FEN;
Weekly
ongoing

Alsbama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
california
Colorado
Connecticut
Delawvare
Dist. of Col.
Florida
Georgia
Havaii

Idsho
Illinois
Indiana

Iowa

Kansas
Kentucky
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Mexico
New York
Worth Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio b ¢
Oklahoma
Gregon
Pasnnsylvania
Rhode Island
South Carclina
South Dakota
Tennesses
Texas

Utah

Vermont
Virginia
Washington
West Virginia
Wisconsin
Wyoming

Guan

vVirgin Islands X

TOTAL 1 1
Missing: 4

L] L]

x
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Table 1V.2

Range of Data Bases Used for
Computer Matching, by State

Table of Contents

State

Vage/UI/SSA/
& Agency Data
Only

Vage/UI/SSA/
Agency & Other
Data

No FSP
Matching

Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
Dist. of Col.
Florida
Georgia
Hawaii

Idaho
Illinois
Indiana

Iova

Kansas
Kentucky
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire
Nev Jersey
New Mexico
New York
North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio
Oklahoma
Oregon
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas

Utah

Vermont
Virginia
Vashington
Vest Virginia
Visconsin
Vyoming

Guam

Virgin Islands

Total

X

X
X

> ¢

L

>

M P DEDE e

.
25

2 < 2 D4 DR R

i

R

>

™ M

27




Computer Matching Procedures

Tabie IV.>

Mode of Access for

By State

Table of Contents

All Batch
State Matching

Mostly Batch/

On-line Access

to Non-wage
Data

Both Batch
and On-line
Including
Vage Data

Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Connecticut
Delavare
Dist. of Col.
Florida
Georgia
Hawaii

Idaho
Illinois
Indiana

Iowa

Kansas
Kentucky
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire
Nev Jersey
New Mexico
New York
North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio
Oklahoma
Oregon
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas

Utah

Vermont
Virginia
Vashington
Vest Virginia
Visconsin
Vyoming

Guam

Virgin Islands

Total

6 DS

¢ >4

4 >

Ll

~

X

E R ]

D¢ < >4

20

—
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Table IV.s

Table of Contents

Maturity of Computer Matching Operations

By State

Earliest Year for Matching in FSP

Prior to 1979- 1984-
State 1979 1983 1986

No FSP Matching

as of 1986

Alabama X
Alaska X
Arizona X
Arkansas X
California

Colorado

Connecticut

Delavare

Dist. of Col. X
Florida X
Georgia

Havaii

Idaho X
Illinois X

Indiana X
Iowa X
Kansas X
Kentucky X
Louisiana X
Maine X
Maryland

Massachusetts X
Michigan

Minnescota

Mississippi

Missouri

Montana

Nebraska X
Nevada X

New Hampshire X
New Jersey X

New Mexico X
New York X

North Carolina X
North Dakota X
Ohio

Oklahoma X
Oregon X

Pennsylvania X

Rhode Island X
South Carolina X

South Dakota X
Tennessee X
Texas X

Utah

Vermont
Virginia
Vashington
West Virginia
Wisconsin
Wyoming

Guam

Virgin Islands

D¢ > < D4

>4 >

Ed

]

o dd M

=~ |><><>< ><
~

Total 10 15
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Table IV.5

Categorization of States Based on
Intensity of CM Policy and Range of
Data Bases Used

Intensity Range of Data Bases Used
No FS Wage/UI/SSA WVage/UI/SSA/ Total
Matching & Agency Data Agency & Other
Only Data
No FS Matching 1 1
No FEM; Ongoing 1 1

Match Quarterly

No FEM; Ongoing 1 7 8
Match Monthly

Vkly or Mnthly FEM; 3 3
Ongoing Match Qtrly
or at Recert

Vkly or Mnthly FEM; 9 1 10
Ongoing Match Wkly

or Mnthly

Immed or Daily FEM; 3 4 7

Ongoing Match Qtrly
or at Recert

Immed or Daily FEM; 7 8 15
Ongoing Match Mnthly

Immed or Daily FEM; 4 4
Ongoing Match Wkly

Frequency not known

[
& |
[= N I\ X
& e
AN

Total
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Second, it is interesting to note that of the ten states that
reported no front—end matching, seven (lowa, Idaho, North
Dakota, Rhode Island, West Virginia, Wyoming and guam) conduct
monthly matching of the entire caseload and use external files
as well as wage, UL and SSA information. This may indicate that
frequent on-going matching is conducted in lieu of actual front-
end matching at appliation. Similarly, in 15 states, front-end
matching is conducted either immediately at application or
within 24 hours, and the entire FS caseload is subject to
matching every month. The remaining states have less frequent
on—-going matching. These three groups of states might allow
examination of (1) the marginal contribution of having both
front-end matching and different frequencies of on-going
matching, and (2) the operational tradeoffs between actual
front-end matching (i.e., at appliation) and routine matching of
the entire caseload each month.

The development of typologies provides a useful framework for
distinguishing groups of states and thereby identifying
predominant characteristics or trends in the use of computer
matching nationwide. The simple two-dimensional typology
described above allowed states to be grouped together in terms
of the frequency of matching and the data bases accessed.
Following similar procedure, the four comparative dimensions
could be used to expand the analysis of computer matching in the
FSP to include other typologies that may be of specific
research, operational or policy interest.



APPENDIX A

SUMMARY TABLES OF COMPUTER MATCHING
CENSUS RESULTS

Table of Contents




Table of Contents




Table of Contents

Appendix Table A-)

Names of Computer Matching Systems
Routinely Used
(as of August 1986)

Alabama
1. Dept. of Industrial Relations Batch

2. Dept. of Industrial Relations On-line
Alaska
1. Permanent Pund
Longevity Bonus
State Payroll
State Data Exchange
Beneficiary Data Exchange
. Unemployment
Wage
Enumeration - Social Security Number
ona
Beneficiary Data Exchange Batch
Beneficiary Data Exchange On-line
Base Wage-Batch
Base Wage-On-line
Unemployment Insurance On-line
National Fraud Network
. Department of Motor Vehicles
ansas
Erployment Security Division (ESD) - recipients
ESD - applicants
ACES-annual
Child Support Enforcement - DEFRA refunds
AFDC Payment Increase
ESD/ACES On-line
Caleo:nxa
1. Integrated Earnings
2. Disqualification File
3. Interest Income Match
Colorado
1. Wage Data Match
2. State Data Exchange
3. COIN-Client Oriented Info. Network
4. CUBS-Col. Unemp. Benefit System
Connecticut
1, Department of Labor on-line
2. Beneficiary Data Exchange - State Data Exchange On-line
3. Department of Labor Batch
4. Bank Batch Match
S. Beneficiary Data Exchange -State Data Exchange Batch
Delaware
1. Department of Labor - Batch
2. Department of Labor - On-line
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Appendix Table A-1

Names of Computer Matching Systems
Routinely Used
{as of August 1%86)

Dist. of Col.
1. D.C. Wage and Unemployment Insurance (UI)
Maryland Wage and Ul
Maryland Public Assisstance (PA)
virginia Wage, Ul & PA
Beneficiary Data Exchange, State Data Exchange, and Earnings
. Terminal
Florida
1. Income Verification System
2. Duplicate Participation Match
3. FS/AFDC Match
Georgia
1. Labor
2. Beneficiary Data Exchange
3. State Data Exchange
4. On~line Vital Statistics
Hawaii
1. Wage-SSA
2. Bank
3. Quarterly Unemployment Insurance Benefits (UIB)
4. On-line UIB
S. Department of Motor Vehicles
1dah
. Numident - Social Security Number
Nationwide Disqualification
. Beneficiary Data Exchange
State Data Exchange
Department of Labor (DOL) Quarterly Wage
Cchild Support Enforcement
vital Statistics
DOL Monthly Unemployment Insurace Benefits
inois )
. Wage Batch .
Unemployment Insuracne Benefits (UIB) Batch
. State Data Exchange
. State Tax
. Motor Vehicle
. State Employees
. Wage-On-line
. UIB On-line |
Duplicate Participation / Internal Client Data Base

[ XV, I PN )
* e« . .
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Appendix Table A-1

Names of Computer Matching Systems
Routinely Used
{as of August 1986)

Indiana

-
gmhwnw

m\lmu‘nunwsawww

Wage /Unemployment Insurance Quarterly
Unemployment Compensation Benefits (UCB) Monthly

. Wage/UCB Weekly

Social Security Number Verification
Beneficiary Data Exchange ,/ State Data Exchange

Earnings

. Unemployment

Beneficiary Data Exchange
Illinois Public Assistance Match

Batch Wage and Unemployment Compensation
Kansas Payroll
Wichita School Enrollment

Missouri Welfare

. Kansas City Taxes

On-line Wage and Unemployment Compensation
Duplicate Participation
Beneficiary Data Exchange

Kentucky

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

State Data Exchange - batch

AFDC - batch

Unemployment Insurance - batch

Wage - batch

On-line access for four systems above

Louisiana

Department of Labor (DOL) - Wage - batch
DOL-Unemployment Compensation - batch
Welfare Information System (WIS) - batch
State Data Exchange - batch

. Beneficiary Data Exchange - batch

On-line access for five systems above

\lO\U\waH;-O\U\waH
L)

. Unemployment
. Wage Quartery

Wage Daily
Bank

. State Data Exchange
. Beneficiary Data Exchange
. Department of Motcr Vehicles

A-3
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Appendix Table A-1

Names of Computer Matching Systems
Routinely Used
{as of August 1986)

Maryland
1. SWICA-State Wage Info.
Collection
2. SUI-State Unemployment Ins.
3. Beneficiary Data Exchange
Massachusetts
1, wWages
2. Unemployment Insurance
3. Beneficiary Data Exchange
4. State Data Exchange
5. Banks
Michigan
1. Beneficiary Data Exchange
2. State Data Exchange
3. Motor Vehicle
4. BEER-Social Security Wage Record
Minnesota
1, Wage—Quarterly
2. Unemployment Compensation
3. Social Security Number
4. Duplicate Participation
Mississippi
1. Beneficiary Data Exchange
2. State Data Exchange
3. Wage/Unemployment Insurace (UIl) Quarterly
4. UI Monthly
S. Ul Weekly
Missouri
State Data Exchange
Beneficiary Data Exchange
vital Statistics
Lottery .
Employment Security Interface (ESI) - batch
ESI On-line
Department of Social Services
. Kansas ES
. Vital I-Births
Vital 1I-Deaths
11. National Disqualification System
Montana
. Wage
2. Unemployment Compensation
3. wWorkers Compensation
4. Beneficiary Data Exchange

—
CQWDIRAUE WN -
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Names of Computer Matching Systems

Nebraska

1.

State Data Exchange

Appendix Table A-1

Routinely Used
(as of August 1986)

2. Beneficiary Data Exchange
3. Unemployment Compensation

4. Welfare Client Exchange
S. Duplicate Participation

Nevada
1. Bmployment Security Department
New Hampshire
1. wWage
2. Unemployment Compensation
3. Beneficiary Data Exchange

4. State Ddata Exchange

S.

Prescreen

New Jersey
1. Wage Batch
2. Unemployment Insurance Batch
3. Wage On-Line
4. Unemployment Insurance On-Line

New Mexico
1, Food Stamp Master File batch
2. Food Stamp Master File on-line
3. Arizona Quarterly
4. AFDC Update

New York
1. Comprehensive Income Tracking
2. RFI-Resource File Integration
3. Overnight Clearance System
4. Department of Motor Vehicles

S. Quick Trunaround System

North Carolina

1. Beneficiary Data Exchange / State Data Exchange

2. Employment Security Commission Batch

3. Department of Transportation

4. Employment Security Commisgion On-Line
North Dakota

1,

Job Search - Wage

2. Job Search - Unemployment Insurance

3. Workers Compensation
4. Beneficiary Data Exchange / State Data Exchange

Chio

NO COMPUTER MATCHING FOR FOOD STAMPS
Oklahoma
State Data Exchange - SSI Recipients

N oW N -
.« e .

. Beneficiary Data Exchange

Table of Contents

Employment Security Ccommission -Unemployment Insurance Benefits
Employment Security Commission - Wages

Welfare Enumeration
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Appendix Tatle A-1

Names of Computer Matching Systems
Routinely Used
{as of August 1986)

Oregon
. Unemployment Commission Batch
. Quarterly wWage Batch
Beneficiary Data Exchange / State Data Exchange
. Workers Compensation
. Child Support
. Food Stamp Disqualification
Client Maintenance - Batch
Client Maintenance - On-Line
Pennsylvanxa
1. Quarterly Wage and Unemployment cOmpensatxon (UC)
2. Daily Wage and UC
3. Lottery
Rhode Island
1. Unemployment Compensation Benefits
2. Temporary Disability Insurance
3. New Hires
4. AFDC
5. Child Support Enforcement - Bureau of Family Support
South Carolina
1. Employment Security Commission (ESC) - batch
2. Client Info.- On-line
3. National Disqualification
4. ESC On-line
S. Natl. Disqualif.- On-line
South Dakota
1. Beneficiary Data Exchange
2. State Data Exchange
3. Department of Labor Wage
Tennessee
1. Clearinghouse - Batch
2. Clearinghouse - On-lxne

Q\JOU‘&WNH

Texas .
1. Beneficiary Data Exchange / State Data Exchange
2. Eemployment Commission (EC) - Weekly
3. EC-Monthly
4. ECQuarterly
5. Duplicate Participation

Utah
1. Wage
2. Beneficiary Data Exchange
3. Immigration and Naturalization Service
4. Wage On-line
S. Unemployment Compensation (UC) On-line
6. Department of Motor Vehicles On-line
7. BEERS (Social Security Wage'! Batch
8. Unemployment Compensation Batch
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Appendix Table A-1

Names of Computer Matching Systems
Routinely Used
(as of August 1986)

Vermont
1. State Data Exchange
2. Beneficiary Data Exchange & SSA
3. Unemployment Compensation
4. Numident - Social Security Number
virginia
1. Virginia Bmployment Commission
washington
1. Unemployment Compensation
2. Wage Discrepancy
3, Disqualifications
4. State Data Exchange
West Virginia
1. Employment Security - Wages
2. Bmployment Security - Unemployment
3. Workers Comp.
4. Duplicate Participation
Wisconsin .
. Unemployment Compensation
Beneficiary Data Exchange
. SSA Wages
State Data Exchange
. Social Security Number validation
Multiple Cases
. Existing Case
Wyoming
1. Unearned Income
2. Wage
3. IRS
Guam
1. Duplicate Participation
2. Beneficiary Data Exchange
3. Wage Matching :
4. Duplicate Partic. with Commonwealth Northern Mariana Islands
5. Disqualification
Virgin Islands
1. Virgin Islands Wage

SNV S WN -
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Appendix Table A-2

Major Computer Matching Systems
By System and Data Sources Matched

€Q4.00)
OTH DOTH OTH OTH OTH
575 U S350 SSA  SSA SST ST. MEDI MEDI 1099 JUR. JUR. JUR. SSA/ FED. WORK OTH NON FS ST FED-
STATS TSM W8,5 33N WAGE EMPL BEN BEN TAX BANK DMV AFDC GA CAID CARE TAX WAGE UI PA SSN DISQ COMP EMPL MELF DUPL ASST ERAL
AL 1 X X
2 X X
aK 1 X
2 X
3 X
3 X
S X
LY X
7 X
] X
al 1 X
P4 X
kY X
o X
5 X
£ X
? X
AR 1 X X
2 X X
3 X
& X
) ) 4
5 X X X ) 4 X X X
CaA 1 X
< X
2 X
ra 1 X
2 X
L] X X
4 X X
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Appendix Table A-2

Ma jor Computer Matching Systems
3y System and Data Sources Matched
(Q4.00)
) OTH OTH OTH oTH oTH

SSA  SSA  SSA SSI ST, MEDI MEOI 1099 Jyr. JUR. JUR. SSA/ FED. WORK OTH NON FS ST FED-

3IN WAGE EMPL BEN BEN TAX BANK DMY AFDC 6A CAID CARE TAX WAGE ur PA  SSN  DISQ COMP EMPL WELF DUPL ASST ERAL

X

X

x>

X X X
X
X X X
X X
X
X X X
X X X
X X
X X X X X X
X
X

X

X

X
X X X X
X
X
X
X

X

X
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SYS

Ul

SSA

SSA

SSA SSI

ST.

STATE TEM WAGE BEN WAGE EMPL BEN BEN TAX
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1A

KS

KY
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X
X

X
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Appendix Table A-2

Major Computer Matching Systems

By Systea and Data Sources Matched

BANK OMV AFDC GA

(Q4.00)

oTH

MZDI MEOI 1099 JUR.

CAID CARE

TAX MWAGE

oTH
JUR.
Ut

oTH
JUR.
PA

SSA/ FED.

SSN

DISQ Camp
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Appendix VTable A-2

Major Computer Matching Systenms
By System and Data Sources Matched
(Q4.00)

oTH OTH OTH 0TH JTH
SYS Ul SSA SSA SSA SSI ST, MEDI MEDI 1099 JUR. JUR. JUR. SSA/ FEO. WORK OTH NGN FS ST FED-
STATE TEM WAGE 82N WAGE EMPL BEN BEN TAX BANK DMV AFOC GA CAID CARE TAX WAGE VI PA SSN DISQ COMP EMPL MELF DUPL ASSYT ERAL

LA 1 X
2 X
3 X X X
“  §
5 X
h X X X X X X X
ME 1 4
2 X
3 X X
4 X
5 X -
6 X
7 X
MO0 1 X X
2 ) §
3 X
MA 1 X
2 X
3 X
4 X
b X .
nI 1 X X
2 X
3 X
4 X X
oN 1 X
2 X
3 X
4
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Appendix Table A-2

Major Computer Matching Systems
By System and Data Sources Natched

€Q4.00)
OTH OTH OTH oTH ITH
SYS UL SSA SSA S$SA SSI ST, MEDI MEDI 1099 JUR. JUR. JUR. SSA/ FED. WORK OTH NON FS ST FEO-
- : T T RUL T e T 1 ol el B e e == i I Tl
L F—

E=

y

Ms 1 X
2 X -
3 X X
4 X
5 1
M3 1 X X X X
2 X X
3 X
4 X
5 X X
6 X X
7 X X X X
> 8 X X X
— 9 X
N 10 X
11 X
uT PO ¢
2 X
3 X
4 X
NE 1 X
2 X
3 | ¢
[ X X
6 X
NV 1 X  {
NH 1 X
2 X
3 X
4 X
5 X X
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SSA

SSA

SSA SsSI

ST.
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oK

DR
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X

E 3
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X
X
X
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X X
X
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Appendix Table A-2

Major Computer Matching Systeas

By System and Data Sources Matched

(Q¢.00)

OTH

MEDI MEOI 1099 JUR.

BANK DMV AFODC GA CAID CARE

X
X
X
X
X
X X
X

TAX MAGE

O0TH OTH
JUR. JUR.
Ut PA
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Major Computer Matching Systems

By System and Data Sources Matched

BANK DMV AFDC GA

»

(Q4.00)

aTH

MEDI MEDTI 1099 JUR.

CAID CARE

TAX WAGE

OTH
JUR.
Ul

oTH
JUR.
PA

Ssas
SSN
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Appendix Table A-2

Major Computer Matching Systems
By System and Data Sources Matched

(Q4.00)
OTH 0OTH OTH OTH OTH

575 YL S3A SSA  SSA SSI ST, MEDI MEDI 1099 JUR, JUR. JUR. SSA/ FED. WORK OTH NON FS ST FED-
S5TATS T°M WaA5T D3N WAGE ZMPL BEN BEN TAX BANK DMV AFDC GA CAID CARE TAX WAGE UI PA SSN  DISQ COMP EMPL MWELF DUPL ASST ERAL
vy 1 X

< X X X X

3 X

. X
va 1 X X
WA 1 X

2 X

) X

o X
Wy 1 X

2 X

3 X

4 X X X
W] 1 X

2 X

R X

[ X

3 X

A X

T X
oy 1 X X X X X

M X

? X
Sy 1 X

2 X

3 X

- X

> X
vi 1 X
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State

ALASKA

ARIZONA

ARKANSAS

CALIFORNIA

COLORADO

CONNECTICUT

DELAWARE

DIST. OF COL.

FLORIDA

GBEORGIA

Appendix Table A-3

General Characteristics of Matching Systems
Conducted by State Food Stamp Programs
By State by System

State Yr. Begun Type of
System Coverage? For FSP Access
(Q2.01) (Q2.05) (Q5.00)
1 YES 1983 BATCH
2 YES 1985 ON-LINE
1 YES 1983 BATCH
2 YES 1983 BATCH
3 YES 1983 BATCH
4 YES 1983 BATCH
5 YES 1983 BATCH
6 YES 1983 BATCH
7 YES 1983 BATCH
8 YES 1986 BATCH
1 YES 1985 BATCH
2 YES 1984 ON-LINE
3 YES 1982 BATCH
4 YES 1983 ON~-LINE
5 YES 1983 ON-LINE
6 YES 1986 BATCH
7 YES 1979 ON-LINE
1 YES 1979 BATCH
2 YES 1979 BATCH
3 YES 1981 BATCH
4 YES 1985 BATCH
5 YES 1982 BATCH
6 YES 1981 ON-LINE
1 YES 1983 BATCH
2 YES D.K. BATCH
3 YES 1986 BATCH
1 YES 1983 BATCH
2 YES 1981 ON-LINE
3 YES 1983 ON-LINE
4 YES 1984 ON-LINE
1 YES 1984 ON-LINE
2 YES 1984 ON-LINE
3 YES 1984 BATCH
4 YES 1985 BATCH
5 YES 1986 BATCH
1 YES 1983 BATCH
2 YES 1985 ON-LINE
1 YES 1983 BATCH
2 YES 1986 BATCH
3 YES 1986 BATCH
4 YES 1983 BATCH
5 YES 1974 BATCH
6 YES 1983 ON-LINE
1 YES 1980 BATCH
2 YES 1984 BATCH
3 YES 1983 BATCH
1 YES 1984 BATCH
2 YES 1985 BATCH
3 YES 1985 BATCH
4 YES 1985 ON-LINE
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State

HAWAII

IDAHO

ILLINOIS

INDIANA

IOWA

KANSAS

LOUISIANA

Appendix Table A-3

General Characteristics of Matching Systems
Conducted by State Food Stamp Programs
By State by System

State Yr. Begun Type of
System Coverage? For FSP Access
(Q2.01) (Q2.05) (Q5.00)
1 YES 1982 BATCH
2 YES 1985 BATCH
3 YES 1985 BATCH
4 YES 1979 ON-LINE
5 NO 1985 ON-LINE
1 YES 1983 BATCH
2 YES 1985 BATCH
3 YES 1975 BATCH
4 YES 1975 BATCH
5 YES 1981 " BATCH
6 YES 1985 ON-LINE
7 YES 1986 ON-LINE
8 YES 1981 BATCH
1 YES 1974 BATCH
2 YES 1978 BATCH
3 NO D.K. BATCH
4 YES 1985 BATCH
5 YES 1979 BATCH
6 YES 1977 BATCH
7 YES 1974 ON-LINE
8 YES 1978 ON-LINE
9 YES 1971 ON-LINE
1 YES D.K. BATCH
2 YES 1986 BATCH
3 YES 1986 BATCH
4 YES D.K. BATCH
5 YES D.K. BATCH
1 YES 1976 BATCH
2 YES 1976 BATCH
3 YES 1984 BATCH
4 YES 1982 BATCH
1 YES 1982 BATCH
2 YES 1985 BATCH
3 NO 1983 BATCH
4 YES 1985 ON-LINE
5 NO 1974 ON-LINE
6 YES 1976 ON-LINE
7 YES 1985 BATCH
8 YES 1972 BATCH
1l YES 1975 BATCH
2 YES 1975 BATCH
3 YES 1975 BATCH
4 YES 1975 BATCH
5 YES 1975 ON-LINE
1 YES 1979 BATCH
2 YES 1979 BATCH
3 YES 1979 BATCH
4 YES 1979 BATCH
5 YES 1982 BATCH
6 YES 1979 ON-LINE
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State

MAINE

MARYLAND

MASSACHUSETTS

MICHIGAN

MINNESOTA

MISSISSIPPI

MISSOURI

NEBRASKA

Appendix Table A-3

General Characteristics of Matching Systems
Conducted by State Food Stamp Programs
By State by System

State Yr. Begun Type of
System Coverage? For FSP Access

(Q2.01) (Q2.05) (Q5.00)
1 YES 1977 BATCH
2 YES 1982 BATCH
3 YES 1983 BATCH
4 YES 1984 BATCH
5 YES 1977 BATCH
6 YES 1981 BATCH
7 YES 1982 ON-LINE
1 YES 1974 BATCH
2 YES 1974 BATCH
3 YES 1985 BATCH
1 YES 1979 BATCH
2 YES 1980 BATCH
3 YES 1986 BATCH
4 YES 1981 BATCH
5 YES 1982 BATCH
1 YES 1979 BATCH
2 YES 1978 BATCH
3 YES 1982 ON-LINE
4 YES 1984 BATCH
1 YES 1985 BATCH
2 YES 1984 BATCH
3 YES D.K. BATCH
4 YES 1986 BATCH
1 YES 1984 BATCH
2 YES 1983 BATCH
3 YES 1985 BATCH
4 YES 1985 BATCH
5 YES 1985 BATCH
1 YES 1973 BATCH
2 YES 1969 BATCH
3 YES 1986 ON-LINE
4 YES 1986 BATCH
S YES 1986 BATCH
6 YES 1979 ON-LINE
7 YES 1979 ON-LINE
8 YES 1985 ON-LINE
9 YES 1979 ON-LINE
10 YES 1979 ON-LINE
11 YES 1984 BATCH
1 YES 1982 ON-LINE
2 YES 1982 ON-LINE
3 YES 1984 BATCH
4 YES 1984 BATCH
1 YES 1985 BATCH
2 YES 1985 BATCH
3 YES 1982 BATCH
4 YES 1985 BATCH
6 YES 1983 ON-LINE
1 YES 1979 BATCH

A-13
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State

——

NEW HAMPSHIRE

NEW JERSEY

NEW MEXICO

NEW YORK

NORTH CAROLINA

NORTH DAROTA

OKLAHOMA

OREGON

PENNSYLVANIA

RHODE ISLAND

SOUTH CAROLINA

Appendix Table A-3

General Characteristics of Matching Systems
Conducted by State Food Stamp Programs
By State by System

State Yr. Begun
System Coverage? For FSP
(Q2.01) (Q2.05)
1 YES 1981
2 YES 1981
3 YES 1981
4 YES 1978
5 YES 1986
1 YES 1981
2 YES 1974
3 YES 1985
4 YES 1981
1 YES 1982
2 YES 1982
3 YES 1684
4 YES 1984
1 YES 1978
2 NO 1984
3 NO 1982
4 YES D.K.
5 YES 1981
1 YES 1986
2 YES 1985
3 YES 1984
4 YES 1984
1 YES 1984
2 YES 1984
3 YES 1984
4 YES 1984
1 YES 1985
2 YES 1985
3 YES 1985
4 YES 1985
5 YES - 1985
1 YES 1977
2 YES 1983
3 YES 1980
4 YES 1981
5 YES 1984
6 YES 1985
7 YES 1973
8 YES 1977
1 YES 1984
2 YES 1985
3 YES 1981
1 YES 1982
2 YES 1982
3 YES 1983
4 YES 1984
S YES 1984
1 YES 1984
2 YES 1985
3 YES 1986
4 YES 1984
5 YES 1986
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Type of
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BATCH
BATCH
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State

SOUTH DAKOTA

TENNESSEE

VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON

WEST VIRGINIA

WISCONSIN

WYOMING

VIRGIN ISLANDS

System

Appendix Table A-3

State
Coverage?
{Q2.01)

Yr. Begun
For FSP

(02.05)

1
2
3
1
2
1
2
3
4
5
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
1
2
3
4
1
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
1
2
3
1
2
3
4
5
1
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1984
D.K.
1983
1976
1985
1974
1984
1984
1984
1979
1984
1977
1986
1986
1986
1978
1980
1975
1985
1984
1985
1986
1975
1979
1979
1983
1976
1978
1983

1981

1984
1984
1985
1983
1984
1986
1978
1978
1986
1986
1986
1984
1985
1985
1985
1984
1986

General Characteristics of Matching Systems
Conducted by State Food Stamp Programs
By State by System

Type of
Access
(Q5.00)
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State

ALASKA

ARIZONA

CALIFORNIA

COLORADO

CONNECTICUT

DELAWARE

DIST. OF COL.

FLORIDA

GEORGIA

Appendix Table A-4

Programs Using Match Systems

By State by System

(Q2.03)

Food
System  Stamps AFDC G.A. Medicare
1 YES
2 YES YES
1 YES YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES YES
5 YES YES YES YES
6 YES YES YES YES
7 YES YES YES . YES
8 YES YES YES YES
1 YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES YES
4 YES YES
5 YES YES
6 YES
7 YES YES
1 YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES
4 YES
5 YES
6 YES
1 YES YES YES
2 YES
3 YES YES
1 YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES
| YES YES YES
1 YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES YES
4 YES YES YES
5 YES YES
1 YES YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES YES
1 YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES
) YES YES YES YES
6 YES YES YES
1 YES YES YES
2 YES
3 YES YES
1 YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES
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State

HAWAII

IDAHO

ILLINOIS

INDIANA

IoWA

KANSAS

LOUISIANA

Appendix Table A-4

Programs Using Match Systems

By State by System

{Q2.03)

Food
System Stamps AFDC G.A. Medicare
1 YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES
5 YES YES
1 YES YES
2 YES
3 YES YES
4 YES YES
S YES YES YES
6 YES YES YES
7 YES YES
8 YES YES YES
1 YES YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES YES
5 YES YES YES YES
6 YES YES YES YES
7 YES YES YES YES
8 YES YES YES YES
9 YES YES YES YES
1 YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES
S YES YES YES
1 YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES
1 YES YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES YES
5 YES YES YES YES
6 YES YES YES YES
7 \YES
8 YES YES YES YES
1 YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES
5 YES YES YES
1 YES YES
2 YES YES
3 YES
4 YES YES YES
5 YES YES YES
6 YES YES YES

A-22

Table of Contents

CSE

YES
YES

EEEEEEEL

it

i

SSI

AEAHEE




State

MAINE

MARYLAND

MASSACHUSETTS

MICHIGAN

MINNESOTA

MISSISSIPPI

MISSOURI

NEBRASKA

Appendix Table A-4

Programs Using Match Systems

By State by System

(Q2.03)

Food
System Stamps AFDC G.A. Medicare
1 YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES
5 YES YES YES
6 YES YES YES
7 YES YES YES
1 YES YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES YES
1 YES YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES YES
4 YES
5 YES YES YES YES
1 YES YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES
1 YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES
4 YES
1 YES YES
2 YES YES
3 YES YES
4 YES YES
5 YES YES
1 YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES
5 YES YES YES
6 YES YES YES
7 YES YES YES
8 YES YES YES
9 YES YES YES
10 YES YES YES
11 YES \
1 YES YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES YES
1 YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES
4 YES
6 YES
1 YES YES YES
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State

NEW HAMPSHIRE

NEW JERSEY

NEW MEXICO

NEW YORK

NORTH CAROLINA

NORTH DAKOTA

OKLAHOMA

PENNSYLVANIA

RHODE ISLAND

SOUTH CAROLINA

Appendix Table A-4

Programs Using Match Systems

By State by System

(Q2.03)

Food
System Stamps AFDC G.A. Medicare
1 YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES
5 YES YES YES
1 YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES YES
4 YES YES
1 YES YES
2 YES YES
3 YES
4 YES YES
1 YES YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES YES
5 YES YES YES YES
1 YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES
1 YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES
1 YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES
5 YES YES YES
1 YES YES . YES YES
2 YES YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES YES
5 YES YES YES YES
6 YES
7 YES YES YES YES
8 YES YES YES YES
1 YES YES YES YES
2 YES YES . YES YES
3 YES YES YES YES
1 YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES
4 YES
5 YES YES YES
1 YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES
4 YES YES
5 YES
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State

SOUTH DAKOTA

TENNESSEE

VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON

WEST VIRGINIA

WISCONSIN

WYOMING

VIRGIN ISLANDS

Appendix Table A-4

Programs Using Match Systems

By State by System

Food
System  Stamps AFDC G.A. Medicare
1 YES YES YES
2 YES YES
3 YES YES
1 YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES
1 YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES
5 YES YES YES
1 YES YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES YES
5 YES YES YES YES
6 YES YES YES YES
7 YES YES YES
8 YES YES YES YES
1 YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES
1 YES YES
1 YES YES
2 YES YES
3 YES
4 YES YES
1 YES YES
2 YES YES
3 YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES
1 YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES
5 YES YES YES
6 YES YES YES
7 YES YES YES
1 YES YES
2 YES YES
3 YES YES
1 YES
2 YES
3 YES
4 YES
5 YES
1 YES YES YES
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State

ALASKA

ARIZONA

CALIFORNIA

CQCOLORADO

CONNECTICUT

DELAWARE
DIST. OF COL.

FLORIDA

GEORGIA

Appendix Table A-5

Frequency and Types of Food Stamp Cases

Subject to Matching

By State by System

Table of Contents

Front-end Types of On-going Types of
System Frequency Cases Frequency Cases

(Q6.03A)  (Q6.03) (Q8.04) (Q8.03)
1 MONTHLY ENTIRE
2 DAILY OTHER MONTHLY OTHER
1 ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
2 ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
3 ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
4 MONTHLY  ENTIRE
5 WEEKLY ENTIRE
6 ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
7 MONTHLY ENTIRE
8 ENTIRE
1 MONTHLY ENTIRE
2 MONTHLY ENTIRE RECERT. ENTIRE
3 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
4 IMMED, ENTIRE RECERT. ENTIRE
5 IMMED. ENTIRE RECERT. ENTIRE
6 ENTIRE RECERT. ENTIRE
7 OTHER WKR OPT.  RECERT. WKR OPT.
1 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
2 MONTHLY ENTIRE
3 ANNUALLY  ENTIRE
4 MONTHLY ENTIRE
5 OTHER ENTIRE
6 IMMED. ENTIRE
1 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
2 OTHER WKR OPT. RECERT. WKR OPT.
3 QUARTERLY ENTIRE ANNUALLY ENTIRE
1 QUARTERLY ENTIRE QUARTERLY ENTIRE
2 IMMED. ENTIRE RECERT. ENTIRE
3 IMMED. FS/AFDC RECERT. ENTIRE
4 IMMED. OTHER RECERT. OTHER
1 OTHER WKR OPT. WKR OPT. WKR OPT.
2 OTHER ENTIRE RECERT. ENTIRE
3 RECERT. ENTIRE
4 ANNUALLY  ENTIRE
S RECERT. ENTIRE
1 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
2 MMED. ENTIRE RECERT. ENTIRE
1 MONTHLY ENTIRE
2 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
3 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
4 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
5 MONTHLY ENTIRE
6 OTHER ENTIRE RECERT. ENTIRE
1 DAILY ENTIRE QUARTERLY ENTIRE
2 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
3 QUARTERLY FS/AFDC
1 DAILY ENTIRE OTHER ENTIRE
2 MONTHLY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
3 MONTHLY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
4 DAILY ENTIRE
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State

HAWAIL

IDAHO

ILLINOIS

INDIANA

1o

KANSAS

LOUISIANA

Appendix Table A-S

Frequency and Types of Food Stamp Cases

Subject to Matching

By State by System

Table of Contents

Front-end Types of On-going Types of
System Frequency Cases Frequency Cases

(Q6.03A)  (Q6.03) (Q8.04) (Q8.03)
1 ANNUALLY ENTIRE
2 ANNUALLY  ENTIRE
3 ANNUALLY  ENTIRE
4 DAILY ENTIRE BIMONTH ENTIRE
5 WKR OPT. OTHER
1 MONTHLY WKR OPT.
2 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
3 MONTHLY ENTIRE
4 MONTHLY OTHER MONTHLY OTHER
5 QUARTERLY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
6 IMMED. WKR OPT. RECERT. WKR OPT.
7 IMMED. WKR OPT. BIMONTH WKR OPT.
8 MONTHLY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
1 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
2 MONTHLY ENTIRE
3 MONTHLY OTHER
4 ANNUALLY OTHER
5 ANNUALLY ENTIRE
6 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
7 DAILY ENTIRE
8 DAILY ENTIRE
9 DAILY ENTIRE
1 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
2 MONTHLY ENTIRE
3 WEEKLY ENTIRE
4 MONTHLY OTHER
5 MONTHLY OTHER
1 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
2 MONTHLY ENTIRE
3 MONTHLY ENTIRE
4 ANNUALLY ENTIRE
1 MONTHLY ENTIRE
2 MONTHLY ENTIRE
3 BIANNUAL  OTHER
4 DAILY ENTIRE
5 DAILY ENTIRE RECERT. ENTIRE
6 DAILY ENTIRE
7 QUARTERLY ENTIRE QUARTERLY ENTIRE
8 MONTHLY OTHER
1 RECERT. ENTIRE
2 RECERT. ENTIRE
3 RECERT. ENTIRE
4 RECERT. ENTIRE
5 ENTIRE
1 RECERT. ENTIRE
2 RECERT. ENTIRE
3 MONTHLY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
4 ANNUALLY  ENTIRE
S MONTHLY ENTIRE OTHER ENTIRE
6 DAILY WKR OPT. WKR OPT. OTHER
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State

MAINE

MARYLAND

MASSACHUSETTS

MICHIGAN

MINNESOTA

MISSISSIPPI

MISSOURI

NEBRASKA

Appendix Table A-5

Frequency and Types of Food Stamp Cases

Subject to Matching
By State by System

Table of Contents

Front-end Types of On-gocing Types of
System Frequency Cases Frequency Cases

(Q6.03A) (Q6.03) (Q8.04) (Q8.03)
1 QUARTERLY ENTIRE WEEKLY ENTIRE
2 QUARTERLY ENTIRE QUARTERLY ENTIRE
3 DAILY ENTIRE
4 OTHER ENTIRE ANNUALLY  ENTIRE
5 MONTHLY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
6 MONTHLY ENTIRE BIMONTH ENTIRE
7 DAILY ENTIRE
1 OTHER ENTIRE RECERT. ENTIRE
2 OTHER ENTIRE RECERT. ENTIRE
3 OTHER RECERT. OTHER
1 MONTHLY OTHER QUARTERLY OTHER
2 WEEKLY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
3 MONTHLY ENTIRE
g MONTHLY ENTIRE RECERT. ENTIRE
1 MONTHLY ENTIRE
2 WEEKLY ENTIRE
3 DAILY ENTIRE RECERT. ENTIRE
4 ANNUALLY  ENTIRE
1 QUARTERLY OTHER
2 MONTHLY OTHER
3 MONTHLY ENTIRE
4 QUARTERLY OTHER
1 MONTHLY ENTIRE
2 MONTHLY ENTIRE
3 ENTIRE QUARTERLY ENTIRE
4 ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
5 WEEKLY OTHER
1 MONTHLY ENTIRE
2 BIMONTH ENTIRE
3 . MONTHLY ENTIRE
4 WEEKLY ENTIRE
5 DAILY ENTIRE OTHER ENTIRE
6 IMMED. ENTIRE OTHER ENTIRE
7 IMMED. ENTIRE WKR OPT. ENTIRE
8 MONTHLY ENTIRE WKR OPT. ENTIRE
9 WKR OPT. ENTIRE
10 WKR OPT. ENTIRE
11 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
1 DAILY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
2 DAILY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
3 MONTHLY ENTIRE
4 MONTHLY ENTIRE
1 MONTHLY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
2 MONTHLY ENTIRE BIMONTH ENTIRE
3 WEEKLY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
4 DAILY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
6 ENTIRE
1 WEEKLY ENTIRE RECERT. ENTIRE
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State

NEW HAMPSHIRE

NEW JERSEY

NEW MEXICO

NEW YORK

NORTH CAROLINA

NORTH DAKOTA

OREGON

PENNSYLVANIA

RHODE ISLAND

SOUTH CAROLINA

Appendix Table A-5

Frequency and Types of Food Stamp Cases

Subject to Matching

By State by System

Table of Contents

Front-end Types of On-going Types of
System Frequency Cases Frequency Cases

(Q6.03A)  (Q6.03) (Q8.04) (Q8.03)
1 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
2 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
3 MONTHLY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
4 MONTHLY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
5 DAILY ENTIRE
1 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
2 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
3 IMMED. ENTIRE RECERT.-  ENTIRE
4 IMMED. ENTIRE RECERT. ENTIRE
1 RECERT. ENTIRE
2 IMMED. ENTIRE
3 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
4 OTHER OTHER
1 MONTHLY ENTIRE
2 DAILY ENTIRE QUARTERLY ENTIRE
3 DAILY ENTIRE
4 WKR OPT. WKR OPT.
5 WKR OPT. WKR OPT.
1 DAILY ENTIRE
2 RECERT. ENTIRE
3 DAILY ENTIRE
4 DAILY ENTIRE
1 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
2 MONTHLY ENTIRE
3 MONTHLY  ENTIRE
4 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
1 WEEKLY ENTIRE WEEKLY ENTIRE
2 WEEKLY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
3 WEEKLY ENTIRE WEEKLY ENTIRE
4 WEEKLY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
5 MONTHLY OTHER MONTHLY FS/AFDC
1 MONTHLY ENTIRE
2 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
3 MONTHLY ENTIRE
4 MONTHLY ENTIRE
5 MONTHLY ENTIRE
6 MONTHLY ENTIRE
7 MONTHLY ENTIRE
8 IMMED. ENTIRE
1 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
2 ENTIRE RECERT. ENTIRE
3 MONTHLY ENTIRE
1 MONTHLY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
2 MONTHLY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
3 MONTHLY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
4 MONTHLY ENTIRE MONTHLY FS/AFDC
5 MONTHLY ENTIRE MONTHLY FS/AFDC
1 WEEKLY ENTIRE RECERT. ENTIRE
2 IMMED. ENTIRE WKR OPT. ENTIRE
3 MONTHLY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
4 DAILY ENTIRE RECERT. ENTIRE
5 DAILY ENTIRE RECERT. ENTIRE
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State

SOUTH DAKOTA

TENNESSEE

VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON

WEST VIRGINIA

WISCONSIN

WYOMING

VIRGIN ISLANDS

Appendix Table A-5

Frequency and Types of Food Stamp Cases

Subject to Matching
By State by System

Table of Contents

Front-end Types of On-going Types cf
System Frequency Cases Frequency Cases

(06.03A)  (Q6.03) (Q8.0%) (Q8.03)
1 MONTHLY ENTIRE OTHER ENTIRE
2 WEEKLY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
3 MONTHLY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
1 ENTIRE RECERT. ENTIRE
2 IMMED. ENTIRE
1 MONTHLY ENTIRE
2 WEEKLY ENTIRE
3 MONTHLY ENTIRE
4 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
5 DAILY ENTIRE .
1 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
2 MONTHLY ENTIRE
3 WEEKLY ENTIRE
4 IMMED. ENTIRE RECERT. ENTIRE
5 IMMED. ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
6 IMMED. ENTIRE WKR OPT. ENTIRE
7 MONTHLY ENTIRE
8 WEEKLY ENTIRE
1 MONTHLY ENTIRE WEEKLY ENTIRE
2 MONTHLY ENTIRE BIMONTH ENTIRE
3 WEEKLY ENTIRE WEEKLY ENTIRE
4 MONTHLY ENTIRE
1 WEEKLY ENTIRE RECERT. ENTIRE
1 MONTHLY FS/AFDC
2 QUARTERLY FS/AFDC
3 MONTHLY ENTIRE
4
1 MONTHLY ENTIRE QUARTERLY ENTIRE
2 MONTHLY MONTHLY ENTIRE
3 MONTHLY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
4 MONTHLY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
1 MONTHLY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
2 MONTHLY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
3 MONTHLY ENTIRE BIANNUAL  ENTIRE
4 MONTHLY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
5 MONTHLY ENTIRE
6 MONTHLY ENTIRE
7 IMMED. ENTIRE
1 MONTHLY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
2 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
3 MONTHLY ENTIRE ANNUALLY ENTIRE
1 MONTHLY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
2 MONTHLY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
3 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
4 MONTHLY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
S QUARTERLY ENTIRE QUARTERLY ENTIRE
1 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
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State

ARIZONA

ARKANSAS

CALIFORNIA

COLORADO

CONNECTICUT

DELAWARE
DIST. OF COL.

FLORIDA

Appendix Table A-6

Availability at the State Level cof
Information on Computer Matching

System
Number

th—‘C\U‘lhWNHNHU\waF‘hWNHwNHO\U‘AwNHdO‘U’IbUNHm\IO\UIhWNHNH

By State by System

Table of Contents

Availability of Activity

and Outcome Data

Availability Front-end On-going
of Cost Data Matching Matching
(Q3.01) (Q7.00) (Q9.00)
NO NO NO
NO NO NO
NO NO NO
NO NO NO
NO NO NO
NO NO
NO NO
NC NO NO
NO NO
NO NO
NO NO
NO NO NO
NO NO
NO NO NO
NO ~NO NO
NO NO NO
NO NO NO
YES NO
YES NO
YES NO
YES NO
YES NO’
NO NO NO*
YES YES
NO NO YES
NO NO YES
YES NO YES
NO NO NO
NO NO NO
YES NO NO
NO NO NO
NO NO NO
NO NO
NO YES \
NO
NO NO
NO NO NO
YES NO
YES NO
YES NO
YES NO
YES NO
YES NO NO
NO NO YES
NO YES
NO YES
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Appendix Table A-6

Availability at the State Level of
Information on Computer Matching
By State by System

Availability of Activity
and Outcome Data

System Availability Front-end On-going
State Number of Cost Data Matching Matching
(Q3.01) (Q7.00) (Q9.00)
GEORGIA 1 NO NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO NO
HAWAIL 1 NO - NO
2 YES NO
3 NO YES
4 NO NO NO
5 NO NO
IDAHO 1 NO NO
2 NO YES
3 NO NO
4 NO NO NO
5 NO NO NO
6 NO "NO NO
7 NO NO NO
8 YES NO NO
ILLINOIS 1 YES YES
2 NO YES
3 YES YES
4 YES YES
5 YES YES
6 YES YES
7 NO NO
8 NO NO
9 NO NO
INDIANA 1 NO YES
2 NO NO
3 NO YES
4 NO NO
5 NO NO
1WA 1 NO NO
2 YES NO
3 YES, NO
4 NO NO
KANSAS 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO
5 NO NO NO
6 NO NO
7 NO NO YES
8 NO NO

A-32



Table of Contents

Appendix Table A-6

Availability at the State Level of
Information on Computer Matching
By State by System

Availlability of Activity
and Outcome Data

System Avajlability Front-end On-going
State Number of Cost Data Matching Matching
{Q3.01) {Q7.00) (Q9.00)
KENTUCKY 1 NO YES
2 NO YES
3 NO YES
4 NO YES
5 NO YES
LOUISIANA 1 NO YES
2 NO YES
3 NO NO YES
4 NO NO
5 NO NO NO
6 NO NO NO
MAINE 1 NO NO NO
2 NO NO YES
3 NO YES NO
4 NO NO
5 NO NO NO
6 NO NO NO
7 NO NO
MARYLAND 1 NO NO NO
2 NO NO NO
3 NO NO NO
MASSACHUSETTS 1 NO NO YES
2 NO NO YES
3 NO YES
4 NO NO YES
5 NO
MICHIGAN 1 NO NO
2 NO YES
3 NO NO NO
4 NO YES
MINNESOTA 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO
MISSISSIPPI 1 NO i NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO NO
4 NO NO NO
5 NO NO
MISSOURI 1 NO NO
‘ 2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO
5 NO NO NO
6 NO NO NO
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State

MISSOURI

NEBRASKA

NEW HAMPSHIRE

NEW JERSEY

NEW MEXICO

NEW YORK

NORTH CAROLINA

NORTH DAKOTA

OKLAHOMA

Appendix Table A-6

Availability at the State Level of
Information on Computer Matching

By State by System

Table of Contents

Availability of Activity
and Outcome Data

System Availability Front-end On-going
Number of Cost Data Matching Matching
(Q3.01) (Q7.00) (Q9.00)

7 NO NO NO
8 NO NO
9 NO NO
10 NO NO
11 NO NO
1 NO NO NO
2 NO NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO
1 NO NO NO
2 NO NO NO
3 NO NO NO
4 NO NO NO
6 NO NO

1 NO NO NO
1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO NO
4 NO NO NO
5 NO NO

1 NO YES
2 NO YES
3 NO NO

4 NO NO

1 NO NO
2 NO NO

3 NO YES
4 NO NO
1 NO NO
2 NO NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO
5 NO NO
1 NO NO

2 ! NO NO
3 NO NO

4 NO NO

1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO ~ NO
1 NO NO NO
2 NO NO NO
3 NO NO NO
4 NO NO NO
5 NO NO NO
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State

OREGON

PENNSYLVANIA

RHODE ISLAND

SOUTH CAROLINA

SOUTH DAKOTA

TENNESSEE

VIRGINIA

Appendix Table A-6

Availability at the State Level of
Information on Computer Matching

System
Numbe r

HaAaWNFHFOLdOAUABWNFHFUMAWNRPNNFREWONEMAWNFOAWNEWN O U W

By State by System

Table of Contents

Availability of Activity

and Outcome Data

Availability Front-end On-going
of Cost Data Matching Matching
(Q3.01) (Q7.00) (Q9.00)
NO NO
NO NO
NO NO
NO NO
NO NO
NO NO
NO YES
NO NO

NO NO
NO NO NO
NO NO
YES NO YES
YES NO YES
YES NO YES
YES NO NO
YES NO NO
NO NO NO
NO NO NO
NO NO NO
NO NO NO
NO NO NO
YES YES NO
NO NO NO
YES YES NO
NO NO NO
NO NO

NO NO
YES - NO

YES NO
YES ‘ D.K.
NO NO

YES NO
YES NO
NO NO

NO | NO NO
NO NO NO
YES NO NO
YES NO
YES YES
NO NO NO
NO NO NO
NO NO NO
NO NO NO
NO NO NO
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Appendix Table A-6

Availability at the State Level of
Information on Computer Matching
By State by System

Availability of Activity
and Outcome Data

System Availability Front-end On-going

State Number of Cost Data Matching Matching
(Q3.01) {Q7.00) {Q9.00)

WASHINGTON 1 NO YES

2 NO YES

3 NO YES

4 NO
WEST VIRGINIA 1 YES NO NO

2 YES NO

3 YES NO NO

4 YES NO NO
WISCONSIN 1 YES NO YES

2 NO NO NO

3 NO NO YES

4 NO NO NO

5 NO NO

6 NO YES

7 NO NO
WYOMING 1 YES NO YES

2 NO YES

3 NO NO YES
GUAM 1 NO YES NO

2 NO NO NO

3 NO NO

4 NO NO NO

5 NO NO NO
VIRGIN I1SLANDS 1 YES NO
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Appendix Table A-7

Time Lapses for Receipt
of Match Information
By State by System

Lapse Between Match Initiaticn and
Time Info. is Received by Locals

System Data Match Front-end On-going
State Numbe ¢ Request Type Matching Matching
(Q5.02) {Q5.00) (Q6.10) (Q8.11)
KENTUCKY 1 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
2 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
3 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
4 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
5 IMMED. ON-LINE LT 1 DAY
LOUISIANA 1 1-4 WKS, BATCH 2-7 DAYS
2 1-4 wKs. BATCH 2-7 DAYS
3 IMMED. BATCH 2-T7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
4 IMMED. BATCH 2~7 DAYS
S D.K. BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
6 IMMED. ON-LINE LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY
MAINE 1 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
2 2-5 DAYS BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
3 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
4 GT 1 MONTH BATCH 2~7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
5 1-4 wWKs, BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
6 1-4 wks. BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
7 TWED, ON-LINE LT 1 DAY
MARYLAND 1 S DAY BATCH LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY
2 SAME DAY BATCH LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY
3 SAME DAY BATCH LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY
MASSACHUSETTS 1 2-5 DAYS BATCH 1-4 WES 1-4 wKS
2 1-4 WKS. BATCH 1-4 WKS 1-4 wWKs
3 1-4 wKs. BATCH 1-4 WKS
4 1-4 wWKS. BATCH 1-4 MONTHS
5 1-4 wKs, BATCH
MICHIGAN 1 1-4 wWKs. BATCH 2-7 DAYS
2 1-4 wKs, BATCH 2-7 DAYS
3 IMMED. ON-LINE LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY
4 GT 1 MONTH BATCH VARIES
MINNESOTA 1 2-5 DAYS BATCH 1-4 WKS
2 2~5 DAYS BATCH 1-4 WKS
3 1-4 WKsS. BATCH 1-4 wWKS
4 OVERNIGHT BATCH 1-4 WKS
MISSISSIPPI 1 1-4 wWKs, BATCH 2-7 DAYS
2 2-5 DAYS BATCH 2-7 DAYS
3 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
4 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
5 SAME DAY BATCH 2-7 DAYS
MISSOURI 1 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
2 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
3 OVERNIGHT ON-LINE 2-7 DAYS
4 2-5 DAYS BATCH 2-7 DAYS
5 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
6 OVERNIGHT ON-LINE LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY
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Appendix Table A-7

Time Lapses for Receipt
of Match Information
By State by System

Lapse Between Match Initiation and
Time Info. is Received by Locals

System Data Match Front-end On-going
State Number Request Type Matching Matching
{Q5.02) (Q5.00) (Q6.10) (Q8.11)
MISSOURI 7 IMMED. ON-LINE LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY
8 OVERNIGHT ON-LINE 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
9 IMMED. ON-LINE LT 1 DAY
10 IMMED. ON-LINE LT 1 DAY
i1 1-4 wWKS. BATCH 1-4 MONTHS
MONTANA 1 IMMED. ON-LINE 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
2 IMMED. ON-LINE 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
3 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
4 GT 1 MONTH BATCH 2-7 DAYS
NEBRASKA 1 OVERNIGHT BATCH LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY
2 OVERNIGHT BATCH LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY
3 OVERNIGHT BATCH LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY
4 OVERNIGHT BATCH LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY
6 IMMED. ON-LINE LT 1 DAY
NEVADA 1 1-4 wKs. BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
NEW HAMPSHIRE 1 2~-5 DAYS BATCH 2-7 DAYS
2 2-5 DAYS BATCH 2~7 DAYS
3 1-4 wWrS. BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
4 1-4 wWKs. BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
5 2-5 DAYS BATCH 2-7 DAYS
NEW JERSEY 1 1-4 WKsS. BATCH 1-4 WKS
2 1-4 wKs. BATCH 1-4 WKS
3 1-4 wKs. ON-LINE LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY
4 1-4 wxs. Ot-LINE LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY
NEW MEXICO 1 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
p IMMED, ON-LINE LT 1 DAY
3 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
4 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
NEW YORK 1 VARIES BATCH 1-4 WKS
2 1-4 WKS. BATCH LT 1 DAY 1-4 wKs
3 2-5 DAYS BATCH LT 1 DAY
4 IMMED. ON-LINE
5 1-4 wWKS. BATCH 2-7 DAYS
NORTH CAROLINA 1 1-4 WKsS. BATCH LT 1 DAY
2 OVERNIGHT BATCH ' LT 1 DAY
3 IMMED. ON-LINE LT 1 DAY
4 IMMED. ON-LINE LT 1 DAY
NORTH DAKOTA 1 OVERNIGHT BATCH OVERNIGHT
2 OVERNIGHT BATCH OVERNIGHT
3 OVERNIGHT BATCH OVERNIGHT
4 D.K. BATCH OVERNIGHT
OKLAHOMA 1 1-4 WKsS. BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
2 1-4 wKS. BATCH 1-4 WKS 1-4 wWKS
3 1-4 WKS. BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
4 1-4 WKS. BATCH 1-4 wks 1-4 WKS
5 1-4 WKS, BATCH 1-4 wrs 2-7 DAYS
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Appendix Table A-7

Time Lapses for Receipt
of Match Information
By State by System

Lapse Between Match Initiation and
Time Info. is Received by Locals

System Data Match Front-end On-going
State Number Request Type Matching Matching
(Q5.02) (Q5.00) (Q6.10) (Q8.11)
OREGON 1 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
2 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
3 2-5 DAYS BATCH 2-7 DAYS
4 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
5 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
6 OVERNIGHT BATCH LT 1 DAY
7 OVERNIGHT BATCH LT 1 DAY
8 IMMED. ON-LINE LT 1 DAY
PENNSYLVANIA 1 1-4 wKs. BATCH 1-4 WKS
2 SAME DAY BATCH LT 1 DAY 2-7 DAYS
3 1-4 WKS. BATCH 1-4 wWKS
RHODE ISLAND 1 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
2 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
3 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
4 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
S OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
SOUTH CAROLINA 1 2-5 DAYS BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
2 IMMED. ON-LINE LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY
3 2-5 DAYS BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
4 -IMMED. ON-LINE LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY
S IMMED. ON-LINE LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY
SOUTH DAROTA 1 IMMED, BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
2 IMMED. BATCH 2-7 DRYS 2-7 DAYS
3 IMMED. BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
TENNESSEE 1 OVERNIGHT BATCH OVERNIGHT  OVERNIGHT
2 IMMED. ON-LINE LT 1 DAY
TEXAS 1 IMMED. BATCH 2-7 DAYS
2 1-4 wxs. BATCH 2-7 DAYS
3 1-4 WKS. BATCH 2-7 DAYS
4 1-4 WKS. BATCH 2-7 DAYS
5 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
UTAH 1 2-5 DAYS BATCH 2-7 DAYS
2 1-4 wWKS. BATCH 2-7 DAYS
3 IMMED. ON-LINE 2-7 DAYS i
‘ 4 IMMED. ON-LINE LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY
5 IMMED. ON-LINE LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY
6 IMMED. ON-LINE LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY
7 1-4 WKS. BATCH 1-4 MONTHS
8 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
VERMONT 1 IMMED. BATCH OVERNIGHT  OVERNIGHT
2 IMMED. BATCH OVERNIGHT OVERNIGHT
3 IMMED. BATCH OVERNIGHT  OVERNIGHT
4 D.K. BATCH OVERNIGHT OVERNIGHT
VIRGINIA 1 2-5 DAYS BATCH 1-4 wWKS 1-4 WKS
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Appendix Table A-7

Time Lapses for Receipt
of Match Information
By State by System

Lapse Between Match Initiation and
Time Info. is Received by Locals

System Data Match Front-end On-going
State Number Request Type Matching Matching
(Q5.02) (Q5.00) (Q6.10) (Q8.11)
WASHINGTON 1 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2~7 DAYS
2 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
3 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
4 OVERNIGHT BATCH
WEST VIRGINIA 1 1-4 WKS. BATCH 2~7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
2 1-4 WKS. BATCH 2~-7 DAYS
3 SAME DAY BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
4 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
WISCONSIN 1 2-5 DAYS BATCH OVERNIGHT OVERNIGHT
2 2-5 DAYS BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
3 2-5 DAYS BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
4 2-5 DAYS BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
5 2-5 DAYS BATCH 2-7 DAYS
6 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2~7 DAYS
7 IMMED, ON-LINE LT 1 DAY
WYOMING 1 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2~7 DAYS
2 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
3 GT 1 MONTH BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
GUAM 1 1-4 WKS. BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
2 GT 1 MONTH BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2~7 DAYS
3 GT 1 MONTH BATCH 2-7 DAYS
4 1-4 wWKS. BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
5 GT 1 MONTH BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
VIRGIN ISLANDS 1 1-4 WKs. BATCH 2-7 DAYS
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State

ARIZONA

CALIFORNIA

COLORADO

CONNECTICUT

DELAWARE

DIST. OF COL.

FLORIDA

GEORGIA

Appendix Table A-8

Use of Discrepancy Factors in
Front-End Computer Matching
By State by System

Table of Contents

System Income/wage Non-wage

Number Discrepancy $ Amount Discrepancy Factor
(Q6.05) (Q6.06_AMT) (Q6.06_PER) (Q6.07) (Q6.08)

1 NO NO

2 NO NO

1 NO NO

2 NO NO

3 NO NO

4

S

6 NO NO

7

8 NO NO

1

2 NO NO

3

4 NO NO

5 NO NO

6 NO NO

7 NO NO

1

2 NO

3

4

5

6 NO

1

2 NO NO

3 YES NO

1 YES NO

2 NO NO

3 NO NO

4 NO NO

1 NO NO

2 NO NO

3

4

S

1

2 NO NO

1

2

3

4

5

6 NO NO

1 NO NO

2

3

1 YES NO

2 NO

3 NO

4 NO
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Appendix Table A-8

Use of Discrepancy Factors in
Front-End Computer Matching
By State by System

System Income/wage Per Time Non-wage

State Number Discrepancy $ Amount Period Discrepancy Factor
(C6.05) (Q6.06_AMT) (Q6.06 PER) (Q6.07) (Q6.08)

HAWAII 1

2

3

4 NO NO

5
IDAHO 1 NO NO

2

3

4 NO NO

5 NO NO

6 NO NO

7 NO NO

8 NO NO
ILLINOIS 1

2

3

4

5

6

7 NO NO

8 YES 1  MONTH NO

9 NO NO
INDIANA 1

2

3 NO NO

4 NO NO

5 NO NO
I0WA 1

2

3

4
KANSAS 1

2

3

4 NO NO

5 NO NO

X 6 NO NO

7 NO NO

8
KENTUCKY 1

2

3

4

5 NO NO
LOUISIANA 1

2

3 NO NO

4

5 NO NO

6 NO NO
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State

ALASKA

ARIZONA

CALIFORNIA

COLORADO

CONNECTICUT

DELAWARE

DIST. OF COL.

FLORIDA

GECRGIA

System
Number

Appendix Table A-8

Use of Discrepancy Factors in

Front-End Computer Matching

Income /wage

By State by System

Discrepancy $ Amount

Per Time
Period

Table of Contents

Non-wage
Discrepancy Factor

(Q6.07)

(Q6.08)

A-bé

(Q6.05) (Q6.06_AMT) (Q6.06_PER)
1 NO
2 NO
1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4
5
6 NO
7
8 NO
1
2 NO
3
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO
7 NO
1
2 NO
3
4
5
6 NO
1
2 NO
3 YES 10  YEAR
1 YES 275 QR.
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
1 NO
2 NO
3
4
5
1
2 NO
1 \
2
3
4
5
6 NO
1 NO
2
3
1 YES 75 QTR.
2 NO
3. N
4 NO

3888 8 8 8 38383338

58888885

8

88
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Appendix Table A-8

Use of Discrepancy Factors in
Front-End Computer Matching
By State by System

System Income/wage Per Time Nen-wage

State Number Discrepancy $ Amount Period Discrepancy Factor
(Q6.05) (Q6.06_AMT) (Q6.06_PER) (Q6.07) (Q6.08)

MAINE 1 NO NO

2 NO NO

3 NO NO

4 NO YES TOL ($700)

5 NO NO

6 NO NO

7 NO NO
MARYLAND 1 NO NO

2 NO NO

3 NO NO
MASSACHUSETTS 1 NO NO

2 NO NO

3

4 NO NO

S
MICHIGAN 1

2

3 NO NO

4
MINNESOTA 1

2

3 NO NO

4
MISSISSIPPI 1

2

3 NO

4 NO NO*

)
MISSOURI 1

2

3

4

5 NO NO

6 NO NO

7 NO NO

8 NO NO

9

10 \

11
MONTANA 1 NO NO

2 NO NO

3

4
NEBRASKA 1 NO YES SSN DISCREPANCY

2 NO YES SSN DISCREPANCY

3 NO NO

4 NO NO

6 NO NO
NEVADA 1 NO
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State

NEW HAMPSHIRE

NEW JERSEY

NEW MEXICO

NEW YORK

NORTH CAROLINA

NORTH DAKQOTA

OKLAHOMA

PENNSYLVANIA

RHODE ISLAND

SOUTH CAROLINA

System
Nurmber

Appendix Teéble A-8

Use of Discrepancy Factors in
Front-End Computer Matching

By State by System

Income Avage

Discrepancy $ Amount

(Q6.05)

833

83

838

88

35355

8558888888 8 8

(Q6.06_AMT) (Q6.06_PER)

200

A-46
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Non-wage

Discrepancy Factor

(Q6.07)

(Q6.08)

YES

3 88

YES

38 &

88883

8553558888 8 &

TOL ($1.00)

TOL ($250)
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Appendix Table A-8

Use of Discrepancy Factors in
Front-End Computer Matching
By State by System

System Income/wage Per Time Non-wage
State Number Discrepancy $ Amount Period Discrepancy Factor
(Q6.05) (Q6.06_AMT) (Q6.06_PER) (Q6.07) (Q6.08)
SOUTH DAKOTA 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
TENNESSEE 1 NO
2 NO
TEXAS 1
2 NO NO
3
4
5 NO NO
UTAK 1
2
3 NO NO
4 NO NO
5 NO NO
6 NO NO
2
8
VERMONT 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
: 4 NO
VIRGINIA 1 NO NO
WASHINGTON 1
2
3
4
WEST VIRGINIA 1 NO
2
3 NO
4 NO
WISCONSIN 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO YES oL (20,000)
4 NO NO
5 NO NO
6
7 NO NO
2
3 NO YES TOL (VARIES)
GUAM 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 YES 600 YEAR NO
4 NO NO
5 NO NO
VIRGIN ISLANDS 1
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State

ALASKA

ARIZONA

ARKANSAS

CALIFORNIA

COLORADO

CONNECTICUT

DELAWARE

DIST. OF COL.

FLORIDA

GEORGIA

System
Number

Appendix Table A-9

Use of Discrepancy Factors in
On-Going Computer Matching
By State by System

Income/wage

Discrepancy $ Amount
(Q8.07_AMT) (Q8.07_PER)

HBWNFHWNNFHFOMOLWNFHENEFEUOBWNEFHEABWVNFRWNMFEOADOWNEFEJdAUNT&EWNFRONNONTIS&EWN N

SHHBE888} 555 B85 338335885 5855553

8855888888888
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Non-wage
Discrepancy Factor

(Q8.08)

(Q8.09)

3888888588585888 888 58838888 888883858

8888

TOL ($2400)
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Appendix Table A-9

Use of Discrepancy Factors in
On-Going Computer Matching
By State by System

System Income/wage Per Time Non-wage
State Number Discrepancy $ Amount Period Discrepancy Factor
(08.06) (Q8.07_AMT) (Q8.07 PER) (Q8.08) (Q8.09)
HAWAII 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO
5 NO NO
IDAHO 1
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO
5 NO NO
6 NO NO
7 NO NO
8 NO NO
ILLINOIS 1 YES 25 QTR, NO
2 NO YES 15% DISCREPANCY
3 YES 1 MONTH NO
4 YES 1 YEAR NO
5 NO YES PROPERTY VALUE
6 NO NO
7
8
9
INDIANA 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3
4
5
IOWA 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO
KANSAS 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4
5 NO
6
7 NO NO
8 NO NO
KENTUCKY 1 YES NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO
5
LOUISIANA 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO
5 NO NO
6 NO NO
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State

MAINE

MARYLAND

MASSACHUSETTS

MICHIGAN

MINNESOTA

MISSISSIPPI

MISSOURI

NEBRASKA

System Income /wage
Discrepancy $ Amount
(Q8.07_AMT) (Q8.07_PER)

Numbe r

Appendix Table A-9

Use of Discrepancy Factors in
On-Going Computer Matching
By State by System

(Q8.06)

% 3333853355588883858858888583838 Biji888 1588888 8388 83

1600
1000
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Nen-wage
Discrepancy Factor
(Q8.08) (08.09)

H 83

S TOL ($700)

3888888 838

x
<

SSN DISCREPANCY
SSN DISCREPANCY

HB[ii8888588588888888888833 835§

TOL ($10,000)



State

NEW HAMPSHIRE

NEW JERSEY

NEW MEXICO

NEW YORK

NORTH CAROLINA

NORTH DAKOTA

OKLAHOMA

OREGON

PENNSYLVANIA

RHODE ISLAND

SOUTH CAROLINA

Appendix Table A-9

Use of Discrepancy Factors in
On-Going Computer Matching
By State by System

System Income/wage Per Time
Number Discrepancy $ Amount Period

(Q8.06) (Q8.07_AMT) (Q8.07_PER)

NO

NO

NO

NO

YES 100 QTR.

YES 5 MONTH

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

1
2
3
4
5
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
5
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
5
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
1
2
3
1
2
3
4
5
1
2
3
4
5

200 QTR.
75 QTR.
S00 QTR.

888388883583 8388888i8888553
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Non-wage
Discrepancy Factor
(Q8.08) (Q8.09)
YES TOL ($400)
NO

NO

YES TOL ($1.00)
NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

YES BENEFIT CHANGE
YES TOL ($250)
NO

NO

8888888888181 38858585855858835853

$500 INC. CHANGE
TOL ($250)
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Appendix Table A-9

Use of Discrepancy Factors in
On-Going Computer Matching
By State by System

System Income/wage Per Time Non-wage

State Number Discrepancy $ Amount Period Discrepancy Factor
(Q8.06) (Q8.07_AMT) (Q8.07 PER) (Q8.08) (Q8.09)

SOUTH DAKOTA 1 NO NO

2 NO NO

3 NO NO
TENNESSEE 1 NO

2
TEXAS 1 NO NO

2

3 NO NO

4 YES 150 QTR. NO

5
UTAH 1 NO NO

2 YES 25 MONTH NO

3

4 NO NO

5 NO NO

6 NO NO

7 NO NO

8 NO NO
VERMONT 1 NO

2 NO

3 NO

4
VIRGINIA 1 NO NO
WASHINGTON 1 YES 25 MONTH NO

2 YES 25 QTR. NO

3 NO NO

4
WEST VIRGINIA 1 NO

2 NO

3 NO

4 NO
WISCONSIN 1 NO NO

2 NO NO

3 NO YES TOL ($20,000)

4 NO NO

5

6 NO NO

7 i
WYOMING 1 YES 100 MONTH NO

2 YES 800 QTR. NO

3 NO YES TOL (VARIES)
GUAM 1 NO NO

2 NO NO

3

4 NO NO

5 NO NO
VIRGIN ISLANDS 1 YES 75 QTR. NO
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State

ALASKA

ARIZONA

CALIFORNIA

COLORADO

CONNECTICUT

DELAWARE

DIST. OF QOL.

FLORIDA

GEORGIA

Appendix Table A-10

Prioritization of Cases
for Follow-up after Matching

System
Number

EBWNFWNFEFANALWNFRNNFEMALBEWNFEOWNFRWNNFROANAWNEHE UM AWNFH OO UTE WN N

Front-End Systems
By State by System

Priority
Used?
(Q6.12)

8 88838 8 8 8 83833

55888888 B

838

5553

Priority
Factor
(Q6.13)

ACTIVE/INACTIVE

$ GT DISCREPANCY
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Appendix Table A-10

Prioritization of Cases
for Follow-up after Matching
Front-End Systems
By State by System

System Priority Priority
State Numbe r Used? Factor
(Q6.12) (Q6.13)
HAWAII 1
2
3
4 NO
5
IDAHO 1 NO
2
3
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO
7 NO
8 NO
ILLINOIS 1
2
3
4
s
6
7 NO
8 NO
9 NO
INDIANA 1
2
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
IONA 1
2
3
4
KANSAS 1
2
3
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO !
7 NO
8
KENTUCKY 1
2
3
1 R
5 NO
LOUISIANA 1
2
3 NO
4
5 NO
6 NO
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Appendix Table A-10

Prioritization of Cases
for Follow-up after Matching
Front-End Systems
By State by System

System Priority Priority
State Numbe ¢ Used? Factor
(Q6.12) (Q6.13)
MAINE 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
S NO
6 NO
7 NO
MARYLAND 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
MASSACHUSETTS 1 NO
2 NO
3
4 NO
5
MICHIGAN 1
2
3 NO
4
MINNESOTA 1
2
3 YES CHRONOLOGICAL
4
MISSISSIPPI 1
2
3 NO
4 NO
5
MISSOURI 1
2
3
4
5 NO
6 NO
7 NO
8 NO
9 \
10
11
MONTANA 1 NO
2 NO
3
4
NEBRASKA 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
6 NO
NEVADA 1 NO
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Appendix Table A-10

Prioritization of Cases
for Follow-up after Matching
Front-End Systems
By State by System

System Priority Priority
State Numbe r Used? Factor
(Q6.12) (Q6.13)
NEW HAMPSHIRE 1
2
3 NO
4 YES OTHER
5 NO
NEW JERSEY 1
2
3 NO
4 NO
NEW MEXICO 1
2 NO
3
4
NEW YORK 1
2 YES CHRONOLOGICAL
3 NO
4
5
NORTH CAROLINA 1 NO
2
3 NO
4 NO
NORTH DARKOTA 1
2
3
4
OKLAHOMA 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
OREGON 1
2
3
4
)
6
7 i
8 NO
PENNSYLVANIA 1
2 NO
3
RHODE ISLAND 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
SOUTH CAROLINA 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
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Appendix Table A-10

Prioritization of Cases
for Follow-up after Matching
Front-End Systems
By State by System

System Priority Priority
State Numbe Used? Factor
(Q6.12) (Q6.13)
SOUTH DAKOTA 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
TENNESSEE 1 NO
2 NO
TEXAS 1
% YES TOLERANCE/DISCR.
4
5 NO
UTAH 1
2
3 NO
4 NO
S NO
6 NO
2
8
VERMONT 1 NO
' 2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
VIRGINIA 1 NO
WASHINGTON 1
2
3
4
WEST VIRGINIA 1 YES INCOME,/WAGE
2
3 - NO
4 NO
WISCONSIN 1 YES TOLERANCE /DISCR.
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
6 \
7 NO
WYOMING 1 YES $ GT DISCREPANCY
2
3 YES TOLERANCE /DISCR.
GUAM 1 NO
2 NO -
3 YES $ GT DISCREPANCY
4 NO
5 NO
VIRGIN ISLANDS 1
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Prioritization of Cases
for Follow-up after Matching
On-Going Systems
By State by System

System Priority Priority
State Number Used? Factor
(08.13) (Q8.14)

ALABAMA

ALASKA

ARIZONA

ARKANSAS

CALIFORNIA YES INCOME/VAGE

$ AMOUNT - ASSET
COLORADO

CONNECTICUT

YES BENEFIT AMOUNT
DELAVARE YES INCOME/VAGE

DIST. OF COL.

FLORIDA YES $ GT DISCREPANCY

GEORGIA YES $ GT DISCREPANCY

J'-\WNHWNHO\\J‘&MNHNHU&WNHbUNMwNHO‘Lﬂ}wNH\IO\UbuNHQ\IO‘U&L&NHNH
[}
m
wn
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State

HAVAII

IDAHO

ILLINOIS

INDIANA

I0VA

KANSAS

KENTUCKY

LOUISIANA

Prioritization of Cases
for Follow-up after Matching

System
Number

P UMBEWNHUVNEWNHONAOUNBPWNREWNHEUVEWN FOONOAVREWNEHONOVEWNHFUVRWR

Appendix Table A-11

On-Going Systems
By State by System

Priority

Used?

(08.13)

A-59
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Priority
Factor
(Q8.14)

$ GT DISCREPANCY
$ GT DISCREPANCY

$ GT DISCREPANCY

INCOME/VAGE

INCOME/VAGE
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Prioritization of Cases
for Follow-up after Matching
On-Going Systems
By State by System

System Priority Priority
State Number Used? Factor
(Q8.13) (Q8.14)

NO
NO

MAINE

NO
NO
NO
MARYLAND

MASSACHUSETTS

MICHIGAN

MINNESOTA

FPWNFDIPWNHULEWN WO R IR WL S WK -
=
o

MISSISSIPPI

MISSOURI

- o
=z
(<]

MONTANA

NEBRASKA

HOASWLWNEPWNE = OONANEWN - LS WR -
=
o

NEVADA
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Appendix Table A-11

Prioritization of Cases
for Follov-up after Matching
On-Going Systems
By State by System

System Priority Priority
State Number Used? Factor
(Q8.13) (Q8.14)

NEWV HAMPSHIRE YES $ GT DISCREPANCY

YES CONTRADICTION

NEV JERSEY YES S GT DISCREPANCY

NEV MEXICO

YES CHRONOLOGICAL
YES CHRONOLOGICAL

NEV YORK

NORTHE CAROLINA

NORTH DAKOTA

OKLAHOMA

OREGON

PENNSYLVANIA YES TOLERANCE/DISCR.

RHODE ISLAND

SOUTH CAROLINA

NEWUNEUVEWNEHWRNEFEONOUVBRWRNHULEWNERIWREEWRNEHWUVBEWN S S WR D WA WU S WR
z
(=]
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Appendix Table A-11

Prioritization of Cases
for Follow-up after Matching
On-Going Systems
By State by System

System Priority Priority
State Number Used? Factor
(Q8.13) (Q8.14)

SOUTH DAKOTA

TENNESSEE

TEXAS

YES TOLERANCE/DISCR.

UTAH YES VARIES BY TYPE OF CASE

1
2
3
1
2
1
2
3
4
5
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
VERMONT 1
2
3
4
VIRGINIA 1
WASHINGTON 1 NO
2
3
4
VEST VIRGINIA 1 YES INCOME/VAGE
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
1
2
3
1
2
3
4
5
1

VISCONSIN YES . TOLERANCE/DISCR.

YES $ GT DISCREPANCY
YES $ GT DISCREPANCY
YES TOLERANCE/DISCR.

VYOMING !

GUAM

VIRGIN ISLANDS
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State

ARIZONA

CALIFORNIA

COLORADO

CONNECTICUT

DELAWARE

DIST. OF COL.

FLORIDA

GECRGIA

Table of Contents

Appendix Table A-12

State Requirements for Local Reporting
On Computer Matching
Front-End Systems
By State by System

System Must Locals Frequency of

Number Submit Report? Local Reports Content
(Q6.19) {Q6.20) (Q6.21)

1 NO

2 NO

1 NO

2 NO

3 NO

4

5

6 NO

7

8 NO

1

2 NO

3

4 NO

5 NO

6 NO

7 NO

1

2 NO

3

4

5

6 NO

1

2 NO

3 NO

1 NO

2 NO

3 NO

4 NO

1 NO

2 NO

3

4

5

1

2 NO

1

2

3

4

5

6 NO

1 YES QUARTER RESOLUTION OF HITS

2

3

1 YES MONTHLY RESOLUTION OF HITS

2

3

4 NO
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Appendix Table A-12

State Requirements for Local Reporting
On Computer Matching
Front-End Systems
By State by System

System Must Locals Frequency of

State Numbe r Submit Report? Local Reports Content
(Q6.19) (Q6.20) (06.21)

HAWAII 1

2

3

4 NO

5
IDAHO 1 NO

2

3

4 NO

] NO

6 NO

7 NO

8 NO
ILLINOIS 1

2

3

4

5

6

7 NO

8 NO

9 NO
INDIANA 1

2

3 NO

4 NO

5 NO
IOWA 1

2

3

4
KANSAS 1

2

3

4 NO

5 NO

: s

; VARIES TURN AROUND DOCUMENT
KENTUCKY 1

2

3

4

5 NO
LOUISIANA 1

2

3 NO

4

5 NO

6 NO
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State

MAINE

MARYLAND

MASSACHUSETTS

MICHIGAN

MINNESOTA

MISSISSIPPI

MISSOURI

NEBRASKA

Appendix Teble A-12

System Must Locals Frequency of

Number Submit Report? Local Reports
(Q6.19)

1 NO

2 NO

3 NO

4 NO

5 NO

6 NO

7 NO

1 NO

2 NO

3 NO

1 NO

2 NO

3

4 NO

5

1

2

3 YES

4

1

2

3 YES

4

1

2

3 NO

4 NO

5

1

2

3

4

S NO

6 NO

7 NO

8 NO

9

10

11

1 NO

2 NO

3

4

1 NO

2 NO

3 NO

4 NO

6 YES

1 NO

A-65
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State Requirements for Local Reporting
On Computer Matching

Front-End Systems

By State by System

Content
(Q6.21)

RESOLUTION OF HITS

RESOLUTION OF HITS

DUPLICATE PARTIC. ATTEMPTS



State

—

NEW HAMPSHIRE

NEW JERSEY

NEW MEXICO

NEW YORK

NORTH CAROLINA

NORTH DAKOTA

PENNSYLVANIA

RHODE ISLAND

SOUTH CAROLINA

State Requirements for Local Reporting
On Computer Matching
Front-End Systems

By State by System

System

Appendix Table A-12

Must Locals

Submit Report?

(Q6.19)

Frequency of
Local Reports

Table of Contents

Content
(Q6.21)

1
2
3
4
5
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
S
1
2
3
4
1
2
3
4
b
2
3
4
5
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
1
2
3
1
2
3
4
5
1
2
3
4
5

8838

8

38

88888

YES
YES
YES

5358383

A~66
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Appendix Table A-12

State Requirements for Local Reporting
On Computer Matching
Front-End Systems
By State by System

System Must Locals Frequency of
State Number Submit Report? Local Reports Content
(Q6.19) (Q6.20) (Q6.21)
SOUTH DAKOTA 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
TENNESSEE 1 NO
2 NO
TEXAS 1
2 NO
3
4
5 NO
UTAH 1
2
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO
2
8
VERMONT 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
VIRGINIA 1 NO
WASHINGTON 1
2
3
4
WEST VIRGINIA 1 NO
2
3 NO
4 NO
WISCONSIN 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
6 |
7 NO
WYOMING 1 YES VARIES TURNAROUND DOCUMENT
2
3 YES VARIES RESOLUTION QOF HITS
GUAM 1 YES MONTHLY RESOLUTION OF HITS
2 YES MONTHLY RESOLUTION OF HITS
3 YES MONTHLY RESOLUTION OF HITS
4 YES MONTHLY RESOLUTION OF HITS
5 YES MONTHLY RESOLUTION OF HITS
VIRGIN ISLANDS 1
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State

ALASKA

ARIZONA

CALIFORNIA

COLORADO

CONNECTICUT

DELAWARE
DIST. OF COL.

FLORIDA

GEORGIA

System
Number

Appendix Table A-13

State Requirements for Local Reporting

On Computer Matching
On-Going Systems
By State by System

Must Locals Frequency of
Submit Report? Local Reports
(Q8.20) (Q8.21)

Table of Contents

waF‘wNHOU‘bWNHND—‘U‘waV-‘bWNHWNHG\U\QWNHQQ‘U\&WNHmﬂa\m&wNHNH

VARIES
MONTHLY

WEEKLY

MONTHLY
MONTHLY

QUARTER

MONTHLY

88885888 j5165555583 5535 55855555 55558533
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Content
(Q8.22)

CLAIM REFERRALS
CLAIM REFERRALS

CLAIM REFERRALS

RESOLUTION OF HITS
RESOLUTION O{ HITS

CLAIM REFERRALS
CLAIM REFERRALS
OTHER

RESOLUTION OF HITS
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Appendix Table A-13

State Requirements for Local Reporting
On Computer Matching
On-Going Systems
By State by System

System Must Locals Frequency of
State Numbe t Submit Report? Local Reports Content
(Q8.20) (Q8.21) (Q8.22)
HAWATI 1 YES MONTHLY RESOLUTION OF HITS
2 YES OTHER RESOLUTION OF HITS
3 YES OTHER RESOLUTION OF HITS
4
5
IDAHO 1
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO
7 NO
8 NO
ILLINOIS 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO
7
8
9
INDIANA 1 NO
2 NO
3
4
5
IOWA 1 YES VARIES RESOLUTION OF HITS
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
KANSAS 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4
5 NO
6
7 YES VARIES TURN AROUND DOCUMENT
8 NO
KENTUCKY 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5
LOUISIANA 1 YES MONTHLY CLAIM REFERRALS
2 YES MONTHLY CLAIM REFERRALS
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO
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State

MAINE

MARYLAND

MASSACHUSETTS

MICHIGAN

MINNESOTA

MISSISSIPPI

MISSOURI

NEBRASKA

Appendix Table A-13

State Requirements for Local Reporting

On Computer Matching
On-Going Systems
By State by System

System Must Locals Frequency of
Number Submit Report? Local Reports
(08.20) (Q8.21)
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
1
2
3
1
2
3
4
5
MONTHLY
MONTHLY
QUARTER
MONTHLY
QUARTER

5 335585555555555855585558 Hrfi88 5583588 355 33

HOHKRWNEFELEWNFEREEFWOO-JO U S WK U WR D W N =
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Content
(Q8.22)

RESOLUTION OF HITS
RESOLUTION OF HITS
RESOLUTION OF HITS
RESOLUTION OF HITS

RESOLUTION OF HITS



State

NEW HAMPSHIRE

NEW JERSEY

NEW MEXICO

NEW YORK

NORTH CAROLINA

NORTH DAROTA

OKLAHOMA

OREGON

PENNSYLVANIA

RHODE ISLAND

SOUTH CAROLINA

State Requirements for Local Reporting

Appendix Table A-13

On Computer Matching
On-Going Systems
By State by System

Table of Contents

System Must Locals Frequency of

Numbe £ Submit Report? Local Reports
(Q8.20) (Q8.21)

1 NO

2 NO

3 NO

q NO

5

1 YES VARIES

2 YES VARIES

3 NO

4 NO

1 YES VARIES

2

3 YES VARIES

4 YES VARIES

1 NO

2 YES MONTHLY

3

4

5 NO

1

2 NO

3

4

1 NO

2 NO

3 NO

4 NO

1 NO

2 NO

3 NO

4 NO

5 NO

1 NO

2 NO

3 NO

4 NO

5 NO

6 NO

7 NO

8

1 YES QUARTER

2 NO

3 NO

1 YES MONTHLY

2 YES MONTHLY

3 YES MONTHLY

4 NO

5 NO

1 NO

2 NO

3 NO

4 NO

5 NO

A-71

Content
(Q8.22)

TURNAROUND DOCUMENT
TURNAROUND DOCUMENT
RESOLUTION OF HITS

RESOLUTION OF HITS
RESOLUTION OF HITS

RESOLUTION OF HITS

RESOLUTION OF HITS

RESOLUTION OF HITS
RESOLUTION OF HITS
RESOLUTION OF HITS




Appendix Table A-13

State Requirements for Local Reporting
On Computer Matching
On-Going Systems
By State by System

Table of Contents

System Must Locals Frequency of
State Number Submit Report? Local Reports Content
(Q8.20) (Q8.21) (Q8.22)
SOUTH DAKOTA 1
2
i

VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON

WEST VIRGINIA

WISCONSIN

WYOMING

FUNaWwNHRWNFEJONAWNRFAWNFHLWNHFHERAWNFOLNOANLWNSUILEWN N

VIRGIN ISLANDS

NO

NO

YES QUARTER
NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

YES MONTHLY
YES QUARTER
YES VARIES

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

YES VARIES

YES VARIES

YES VARIES

YES MONTHLY
YES MONTHLY
YES MONTHLY
YES MONTHLY
YES VARIES

RESOLUTION OF HITS

RESOLUTION OF HITS
TURN ARCUND DOCUMENT
DISQUALIFIED STATUS

RESOLUTION OF HITS
RESOLUTION OF HITS
RESOLUTION OF HITS
ACTION TAKEN ON HITS
ACTION TAKEN ON HITS

ACTION TAKEN ON HITS
ACTION TAKEN ON HITS
M.V,



STATE

Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
Dist. of Col.
Florida
Georgia
Hawaii

Idaho
Illinois
Indiana

Iowa

Kansas
Kentucky
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Mexico
New York
North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio
Oklahoma
Oregon
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas

Utah

Vermont
Virginia
Washington
West Virginia
Wisconsin
Wyoming

Guam

Virgin Islands

Appendix Table A-14

sources of Data Routinely Matched

{as of August 1986)
(Q4.00)

DATA SOURCES ROUTINELY MATCHED

Table of Contents

State Bank
Tax Records

(o]

X
X
X
X
X

Ul SSA SSA SSA SS1I
Wages Benefit Wages Employ Benefit Benefit

X

X X X

X X

X X

X X

X X X

X

X X X X

X X

X X X

X X X X X

X X X

X X

X X X

X X

X X

X X

X X X

X X X

X X

X X X
X X X X

X

X X X

X X X X X

X X

X X X

X

X X X

X

X X

X X

X X X

X X X

computer matching capabilities for Food Stamp Program

X X X

X X X

X

X

X \ X

X X X

X X X

X X X X

X X X X X

X X X X X

X

X X

X

X X X X

X X
X X

Ko MM MM XM MM HRK MMM MMM MMM II MM IMIM MDD D NN D




STATE

DMy

Appendix Table A-14

Table of Contents

Sources of rCata Routinely Matched

AFDC GA CAID

(as of August 1986)
(Q4.00)

DATA SOURCES ROUTINELY MATCHED

OTHER OTHER OTHER

MEDI- MEDI- 1099 STATE STATE STATE

CARE TAX WAGE UI PA

Alabama

Alaska

Arizona X
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware

Dist. of Col. X
Florida

Georgia

Hawaii X
1daho

Illinois X
Indiana

Iowa

Kansas

Kentucky

Louisiana

Maine X
Maryland
Massachusetts
Michigan X
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Mexico
New York
North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio

Oklahoma
Oregon
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas

Utah X
Vermont

Virginia
Washington

West Virginia
Wisconsin

Wyoming

Guam

Virgin Islands

>

I

E T
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Appendix Table A-14

Sources of Data Routinely Matched
(as of August 1986)
(Q4.00)

STATE DATA SOURCES ROUTINELY MATCHED
State Other

SSA/ Nat’l Worker Other Non- F.S. State Other
SSN Disq. Comp. Emply. Welfare Dupl. Assist. Federal

Alabama

Alaska X X

Arizona X

Arkansas X X
California X
Colorado X
Connecticut

Delaware

Dist. of Col.

Florida X
Georgia

Hawaii

Idaho X X
Illinois

Indiana X

Iowa

Kansas

Kentucky

Louisiana

Maine

Maryland

Massachusetts

Michigan

Minnesota X X
Mississippi

Missouri X X X
Montana X .
Nebraska X X
Nevada

New Hampshire

New Jersey X
New Mexico X
New York X

North Carolina

North Dakota X

Chio

Oklahoma X

Oregon X X X X
Pennsylvania X \

Rhode Island X X
South Carolina X X

South Dakota

Tennessee X
Texas X

Utah X
Vermont X

Virginia

Washington

West Virginia X
Wisconsin X

Wyoming X
Guam X

Virgin Islands

R R N 3

>
=

L -
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State

ALABAMA
ALASKA
ARIZONA
ARKANSAS
CALIFORNIA
COLORADO
CONNECTICUT
DELAWARE
DIST. OF COL.
FLORIDA

MARYLAND
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
MISSISSIPPI
MISSOURI

NEBRASKA

VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN
WYOMING

GUAM

VIRGIN ISLANDS

Appendix Table A-15

Front-end and On-going Access

Front-end
Access?

(Q6.00)

YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES

pRgfndndfodnaaddsd dodaaaags

YES
YES

NO COMPUTER MATCHING FACILITIES

YES
YES
YES
YES

By State

On-going
Access?

(Q8.00)

YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES

A-76
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State

ALABAMA
ALASKA
ARIZONA
ARKANSAS
CALIFORNIA
COLORADO
CONNECTICUT
DELAWARE
pI1ST. OF COL.
FLORIDA
GEORGIA
HAWAII
IDAHO
ILLINOIS
INDIANA

MICHIGAN

MINNESOTA
MISSISSIPPI
MISSOURI
MONTANA
NEBRASKA

NEVADA

NEW HAMPSHIRE
NEW JERSEY
NEW MEXIQO

VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN
WYOMING

GUAM
VIRGIN ISLANDS

Appendix Table A-16

Front-end Cases Covered
By State
(Q6.03)

Entire
caseload

NO COMPUTER

FS/AFDC

FS Employed

YES

MATCHING FACILITIES

A-T77

Werket
Choice

YES
YES

YES
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Other

YES

YES

YES




State

ALABAMA
ALASKA
ARIZONA
ARKANSAS
CALIFORNIA
COLORADO
CONNECTICUT
DELAWARE
DIST. OF COL.
FLORIDA

MISSISSIPPI
MISSOURI
MONTANA
NEBRASKA
NEVADA

NEW HAMPSHIRE
NEW JERSEY
NEW MEXICO
NEW YORK
NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH DAROTA
OKLAHOMA

OHIO

OREGON
PENNSYLVANIA
RHODE ISLAND
SOUTH CAROLINA
SOUTH DAKOTA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS

UTAH

VERMONT
VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN
WYOMING

GUAM

VIRGIN ISLANDS

Appendix Table A-17

On-going Cases Covered

Entire
Caseload

YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES

By State
(Q8.03)

Worker

FS/AFDC FS Bmployed Choice

YES

YES

YES
YES

YES

YES
YES

YES

A~-78
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6L-V

ALABAMA
ALASKA
ARIZONA
ARKANSAS
CALIFORNIA

COLORADO

CONNECTICUT

DELAWARE
D.C.
FLORIDA

GEORGIA
HAWAIT I
IDAHO
INDIANA
ILLINOIS

10WA
KANSAS
KENTUCKY
LOUTISTANA
MAINE

NEIGHBORING
JURISDICTION-
PUBLIC ASSISTANCE

Appendix Table A-18

SPECIAL MATCHING BY TYPE OF
MATCH AND BY STATE

NEIGHBORING
JURISDICTION- = ASSET SSN
EARNED INCOME MATCH  VALIDATION

FEDERAL  REGIONAL

Table of Contents

INTRA-
STATE

NO SPECIAL
MATCHING

X0
XXX

XX




08-v

NEIGHBORING
JURISDICTION-

PUBLIC ASSISTANCE EARNED INCOME MATCH VALIDATION

MARYLAND
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
MISSOURI

MISSISSIPPI
MONTANA
NEBRASKA
NEVADA

NEW HAMPSHIRE

NEW JERSEY
NEW MEXICO
NEW YORK
NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH DAKOTA

OHIO
OKLAHOMA
OREGON
PENNSYLVANIA

_ RHODE ISLAND

SPECIAL MATCHING BY TYPE OF
MATCH AND BY STATE

NEIGHBORING

Appendix Table A-18

JURISDICTION-  ASSET

h 0.0.9 ¢

D 0.0.0.4

oKX

SSN

FEDERAL
FILE

FNS-
REGIONAL
MATCH

Table of Contents

INTRA~ NO SPECIAL
STATE MATCHING




18-V

NEIGHBORING
JURISDICTION-
PUBLIC ASSISTANCE

SOUTH CAROLINA
SOUTH DAKOTA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS

UTAH

VERMONT
VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN
WYOMING

GuAM
VIRGIN ISLANDS

Appendix Table A-18

SPECIAL MATCHING BY TYPE OF
MATCH AND BY STATE

NEIGHBORING FNS-
JURISDICTION-  ASSET SSN FEDERAL  REGIONAL
EARNED INCOME MATCH VALIDATION FILE MATCH
p.0.0.0 ¢

XXX 00X XXX

X

XXX

X

Table of Contents

INTRA-
STATE

NO SPECIAL
MATCHING

XX
XX
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APPENDIX B

SUMMARY OF MATERIALS SUBMITTED BY STATES
ON COMPUTER MATCHING
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State

ARIZONA

CALIFORNIA

COLORADO

DELARARE

D.C.

FLORIDA

GEORGIA

HAWAII

ILLINOIS

Table of Contents

APPENDIX B

State Materials on Computer Matching

Description of Materials Provided

Policies and procedures for the Wage /UCB match with the
Department of Industrial Relations' files.

Description of computer system for client data
discrepancy alerts (system functions and capabilities).
Question and answer training memoranda from the Program
Manager to Eligibility staff.

Pages from policy manual on procedures for performing
wage, UI, and Bendex matches.

Description of the Welfare Fraud Program which includes
the Integrated Earnings Clearance/Fraud Detection System,
the Asset Clearance Match and several miscellaneous
matches.

Description, intent and operating procedures of the wage
match, '

Procedures for follow-up (time limits, initial screening,
investigations, and case disposition).

Procedures and flow chart for wage, UCB suspense systen.

Policies, procedures, and reporting requirements for the
Income Verification System which matches against several
different data bases. Some outcome data is provided from
the name duplication match.

Relevant pages from PARIS Eliqibility Worker’s User
Manual pertaining to wage match, UCB match and SDX

matching.

Some UCB quarterly outcome information, description of
the bank match including a copy of a bill enacted by the
Hawaii State legislature requiring financial institutions
to furnish the records of accounts, deposits and
withdrawls of any applicant for or recipient of public
assistance, relevant portions of the policy manual on
wage matching.

Policies and procedures, a listing of special matching
activities and a data exchange cost-effectiveness report
prepared by the Management Analysis Section and the
Bureau of Research and Analysis. Local office results of
certain data exchange activities is also included.
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APPENDIX B

State Materials on Computer Matching

State Description of Materials Provided

IOWA Interoffice memos and report forms for the wage, UI and
Bendex matches. A description of the automated systems
and each of the mainframe application used in the state
are also included.

INDIANA Interdepartmental billing for data processing services
from the Employment Security Division to be paid for by
the Department of Public Welfare.

KANSAS Description of computer match systems in use in that
state as well as general personnel and data processing
costs for each system.

KENTUCKY Portions of Food Stamp Handbook on ‘Required Verification
at Application’ describing the certification and
verification process for Food Stamp applicants.

MAINE AFDC/Tood Stamp Terminal Operator’s Guide, from the Maine
Department of Human Services, Division of Data
Processing.

MARYLAND Copy of the inquiry form used by workers to request

matching information.

MASSACHUSETTS Food Stamp Procedural memo on computer matching with
instructions for eligibility worker with regard to each of
the computer matching systems.

MICHIGAN Result inforamtion on SSA wage match as of November 1985.
Michigan also provided a report on the local office
expansion project for local offices.

MISSISSIPPI Reporting forms, instructions and descriptions of
matching systems in the state.

MISSOURI Bendex portion of the Federal/State Data Exchange
Handbook, portions of the Food Stamp Manual, instructions
and coding relating especially to the BEmployment
Security Interface match.

NEW MEXICO Copies of several matching reports on duplicate
participation, some data processing cost information,
portions of the manual relating to pre-interview computer
requirenments and description of restrictions on the use
of Employment Security Department wage data.



State

NEW YORK

NORTH CAROLINA

OKLAHOMA

PENNSYLVANIA

SOUTH CAROLINA

TENNESSEE

VERMONT

WISCONSIN

WYCMING

VIRGIN ISLANDS

Table of Contents

APPENDIX B

State Materials on Computer Matching

Description of Materials Provided

Worker reference manual on the Resource File Integration
(RFI) system, Annual Report on the Wage Reporting System
(for February 1985 and February 1986), portions of the
Food Stamp manual on the use of SDX/Bendex for
verification, Procedures manual for the CRT Inquiry
Terminal and employer forms for the New York State wage
reporting System (with the New York State Department of
Taxation and Revenue).

Eligibility Information Syétem User’s Manual and
Department of Social Services Administrative Letters on
wage match procedures.

State Data Exchange Handbook for use of Bendex, SDX,
Employment Security Commission wage and UI matches and
verification and enumeration procedures with the Social
Security Adminstration.

Quarterly wage match report and statistics, wage and
state employee procedures, copy of an agreement with New
Jersey on a neighboring jurisdiction match, and a
description of the lottery match.

Section of Food Stamp Program Policy and Procedure Manual
on application procedures for initial certification,
description of the Food Stamp wage match, unemployment
compensation, QC reports on several of the matches and
copies of some terminal screens.

Update on procedures for processing wage match
information at recertification.

Manual instructions on the wage match with the Employment
Security Commission and copies of inquiry screens and
instructions for several of the matches.

Descriptions of existing Vermont matches and procedures
for SDX and Bendex matches. |

Memo on rationale and usage for the monthly unemployment
compensation match.

General system parameters for Payee Analysis and
Intercept System (PAS), wage discrepancy reports and
instructions, scren summaries for on-line information,
and update instructions, all under PAS,

Memorandum on the implementation of wage matching in the
Virgin Islands.
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APPENDIX C

COPY OF COMPUTER MATCHING SURVEY

INSTRUMENT
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1.03

NOBELE |: J0GNTIPICATION OF STSTENS

INTRODUCTION: [ weuld 1ike te ask you some
questions sbowt veriows precesses weed Ia
this state for matching taforastion sbowt
food steap clionte with Inferastion from
external dots bases, Tiret 1 wast to
fdentify all the satching oystens wsed in
the poot two years. 1 will ook [iret abest
tout ine camputeticed msteh syetems, them
sheut say sptcisl ens-time gatches sad
nen—ceaputerisnd precesses.

Are there say fouting setemsted betch epstems
woed for wstching teo validote or laveotigete
inferastion on fond stamp cliente?

| L T P YT T |

Mecseossnses{G0 10 1.03),,,...0
Plesse wsar ail the hetch mstch systems thet
are weed reutisely.

BATCH SYSTIN |

BATON SYSYIN 2

SATCH SYSTEM )

BATCH SYSTEM &

Are there say rowtine en-line cempeter
watching systems weed By stelf te validate
or investigate fnformatice ea feod stamp
llente?

Weecessosees (0O TO 1.0%).....0

Table of Contents

» ¢ IO




1.04

1.0%

1.06

Please name a1l the on-line setch systenms
het are ueed routinely.

ON-LINE SYSTEN |

OoN-LIWE SYSTEM 2

ON-LINE SYSTEM )

+

ON-LINE SYSTEM 4 °

Ace thete 6ny other routime computer
wtching systems used in the past two
esca 1a the state for food etamp clients,
sthet than the ones you have slresdy

rent loned?

| {2 T R |

NO..oevessess(CO TO 1.07).....0

Lease beiefly describe these other computer
atch systewa,

THER OOMPUTER SYSTEM | (MARRATIVE)

Table of Contents

STATUS: ROUTINE AUTUMATED
BATCH. s vvecennsccvenncnancasl

ROUTINE AUTOMATED ONLINE.... 0.2
OTHEE A 3
(speciry)

{0

THER COMPUTER SYSTRN 2 (MARRATIVE)

STATUS: ROUTINE AUTUMATED
RATCH. .. vencenennnc-snnannesl

ROUT INE AUTUMATED ONLINE. ., ...2
OTHER .o veivreeraccennnesnnald

(SPECIFY)




1.07

1.08

V.10

Hes this state perforwed any one-tiwe only

cr specisl comput

er matches in the past two

years on [ood stemp clients either vith data

bases in this sta

te or with other states?

YES.soetcconsocasssnnsssoscasal

M) .iieesnes (GO TO 1.09).....0

v

Coutd you Wriefly tell mr sbout the epecisl

computer asiches?

STECIAL RATCH )

Table of Contents

SYECIAL MATCH 2

SMCIAL MATCH )

S 'ECIAL MATCH &

€ ECIAL MATCH 3

€ ECIAL MATCN &

En
d_t i1
w0 W
1
w5 n
I T
w0 T
N I
Wo T
11
[ m
(N o
o Vi

e thare any routine or special mon-eutomsted

he past two yeare in this

ate for watching inlorastion on food etemp

]
o stems woed in ¢
]
<

tents?

B tetly dencribe
p oceeses.

H NCOMPUTER SYSTEM |

YES.scusonorenssvennsasncncenl

MO, coepeseo{GO YO J.11)..,,.0

the noa-swtomated setch

K 'NCUMPUTER SYSTEM 2




¥-2

e have probebly coveced every poesible
tind of metch systes used, but are there
any others we may have afssed?

| {4 S PR o |

M0, .eeeceeses{CO TO 1.02)ees..0

‘lease deacribe the othere,

+ THER SYSTEM |

Table of Contents

STATUS: ROUTINE AUTOMATED
BATOM. concceenravcsesnsoaceel

ROUTINE ADTOMATED ONLINE......2
OTHER. . eosecercrevessncsances)

(srecipy)

OrNER SYSTIM 2

STATUS: BOUTINE AUTOMATED

BATCN. svevescaveescncacosanel

ROUTINE AUTOMATED ONLINE......2
OTNER. .ccoucnroossvansesesanssd

(segciry)

CH-4




-0

Table of Contents

1.1 Mow, let'e summarize the difterent toutine cosputer matching systems you've wentioned., NOTY: BASFD ON RESPONSES TO |.01-1.12, LIST ALL THE DIFFERENT ROUTINE TOMPUTER
HATCH SYSTEMS IN THIS STATE,

NARE/DESCRIPTUR

SYSTEM 1:

SYSTEM 2:

YSTER ) !

ISTEM &

JYSTEM §:

YSTIN 6:

For esch rowtine couputer mstch oystem we have identified, | would 1ike to ask yow some odditional questions. NOTE: FOR EACH ROUTINE COWPUTER MATCH SYSTEM
1 JENTIVIED, COMPLEYE MODULES 2 THROUGH 9. 1P ADDITIONAL SYSTEMS ARE [DENTIFIED IN THE COURSE OF THE INTERVIEW, ADD THEM TU THE LIST IN 1.13.

CH-5



9-0

1.00

2,01

2.02

2.03

DENTIPY SYSTEM .. ..c..i.vonvnvssacscnsnsassnes

o this match system used for the whole state
or food etempa?

YES..coeeees (GO TO 2.0)).....

MO, cieeeonsasonasnsstansscons

‘hat parts of the state are covered by thie
vatch systes [Or food stawpe! NARRATIVE,

Vit welfare or public esstetance programe wee
t e computer match eystem? (CIRCLE "1~ OR "O°
F & ALL ITEMS,)

PO0D STAMPS...iooecssoncnsvnne

APDC. . ievenesecnssnsnocncnns

MPBICAID. . ceoeennennnsnnasonns
CHILD SUPPORT...o0cervnennnses
UTHBR. . toaveecnsscanscrannaras

(SPECIPY) ecrcanurnnenaansanns

NOOVLE 2.

eocleas

eselaes

(]

wesl
eeel
veal
veul

sl

0...
0...
Q...
(1 NP

0...

CRWERAL SYSTHN INFOEMATION

PR PPN

Yes  wo

aesl
weel
eeel
I |

P |

O...

...

...

0...

Thied
System

eenlen.

I I

YES
I |
ceel
N |
P |

|

0...

0...

PRy PP

RN B

es

eeal

P

aeal

[ 2P
0...
Q..o
0...

Q...

Fifth
Syatre

JES PR

PR BN

Yes no
eesl O...
veal O...
ceel ...
eesl O0...

(Y} 0...

Table of Contents

Sixth
Syatre

eeetose

SR P

"ws m
eeal 0..s

aeel n...

vl 0L
verl 0Ll
seel (L PR

11!




2.04
2.0%
2.06
.07

(@]

1

-

2.08

What 1a the name of the office that has
responaibiiity for thia computer astch systen?
RECORD OFFICE, AGENCY, AND DEPARTMENT,

In whet month snd year wee this computer match
aynten firet fully operational for ftood ntawpe?

MONTH. .cceeevnccncncnnnannssss

YEAR. . oieacventsssvcscossvens

In whet wmonth and year did the design, develop-
weat and teating perlod for this match systea
hegin?

MONTH, covvesceenrancancnaannns

YEAR, . .cecetsncnscessosacccnes

VMas 8 seperste teeting or design phese required
for fncluding Cood atampe in this estch system?

YBS.icencesssaconorocnssnrcnns

N0..icaseesea(GU TO 3.00).....

In what month end year did the food wtamp
design, development and teeting period for
this systea hegin?

MONTH. cevecetasononsnssonnnen

YPAR, . cvveressvesaconsannsane

First
Syatea

it
19l _|_J

eeslees

eealuss

vl _I_

Second
Syatew

11
i_)_|

PTY I

191 _1 |

Third
Syntem

ol _1_|

1
1l 1)

L P

bourth
Syatewn

4
iof_I__|

cedl.sa

Tty
Syntewn

i1
_l_J

eeeloa,

19_ 1|

Table of Contents

Symten

o] I}

(I
19)__

ceoloee

ceellese




The nes' eet of questions concerns the costs of

. the com uter matching systes. Some of the

queatio s mey concern coets that have been
messure (o anslyses the atste hes done. IF
so, we vould like to have both the answer to
the que tlon and @ copy of the anslyeis, i
thet ca: be wede avsllabie, Plesse provide
s best stimate Il actual costs sre not
avallad, 2,

'

3.01 11 there ony information on the
<1-going costs of thie matching eystes?

YRS eooesvacncsocssenscnncssnss

NO.ousseenses(GO TO 4.00).....

»ITES ON BYSTEM

NOTES UN SYSTEM 2:

NOTES ON BYSTEM 3:

NOTES ON SYSTEM 4:

MOTES OW SYSTEM 3:

NCTES ON SYSTEM 6:

Piret
Systen

eoolees

eesloes

wews )

Second
Systea

eeelane

eaeDoae

Thicd
Syeten

aeeloee

Yourth
Systea

cealans

Table of Contents

rFiteh
Systen

[ P

PN | I

Sinth
Systen

soclaee

ved04.,




6-0

3.02,01 11 you heve thess cotts suamerired o3 “cost per Cose per month,* plesse provide them In
that wey, By “cos! par case per mOAth,"” we msen The overage totel costs for ceses pmut
11 costs are not swwerized as “cost per cose per month,”
provide them |a whatover form 1a which you meintalin them,
tigures tor each of the tallowing costs slements, snd ftor each Indicate whether the
tigure cames fram s formel stedy or 13 a protessions! estimete,
$houid only Include the costs of cerrying out tunctions relsted o computer mptching,

hrough the sefch process.

FIRST SYSTEM

COST/TASE

COST ELEmeaT omtd

PERSOMEL

ELIGIBILITY MORMERS, . 0eve0renees s _LJ.Ly

DATA ENTRY WORKERS,....coevevnses sLJ_J_J.1)

DATA PROCKSS1M0/PROGRASKRS,, . ., ., s L)

OTHER WORKER, L] I I I |
L

ONER waRIN: S 1)
L1

FRINGE BENEFITS. .. oununrrnne.... sL ). )}

onEn oimct

DATA MROCtsSig.,....... FTTTPTN st J.))

ALLIND/ROSTARE . . ..\ 00t tereeanans sl L.

OTER s-1 OR L I 1 I I
('

OTMER NOM- L ABOR S 1)
(]

ONER HOW-LAB0N L3 W O I
(I

Joinect

MOINECT COST:_ Sl
('

"OIRECT COST:_ L1 I I I 4
i

NOIRECT COST: st 1_J
L)

TOTAL COST:ueisisecevanncensenss $L_ A _t_1_d

OTHER COST
METRIC:
(PECIFY
sttom

$THOVSNDS
sl L
Ll L)
L] E
). L)

L P |
si_). L1 1)
s L)

e L)
s, L))

sl L1

L4 8 PO T I

L1 U0 P I O O
s L
sl Ll

13 LI L)

Please provide separate cost

Rumenter that the figures

SECOMD SYSitm

3.02.02 ! you Meve these costs Symmac el o3 "cost per

Table of Contents

Cosd por amnith,

* plesse provide them In

het wey. By “cost per case POr MONIN,® wS maen the Sverege tote! costs for cases put
hrough the metch process. 1 costs ore mot summprired 8s “cost per coase par moath, "
Inteln tham, Plgese provide seporste cost
tlgures for each ot the follouing costs elements, ond for guch ladicate whethar the
figere comes from & forme) study or I3 & professioned sstiante, Remember the! the figures
shouid only Include the costs of corrying out tunctions relsted to computer agtching,

provide tham In vhatever fora In which you =

00ST/CASE
COST ELEMENT Mo
PERSOMEL
ELIGIBILITY WORKERS......... eens_ )L )LL)
DATA ENTRY WORKERS......00000000s L1 I N
DATA PROCESS 1HG/PROGRNSERS, . ., . LY O I Y I

OTMER WDAKER: L1 N
L

OTHER wDRMER; $I_J_1 J._1J
L)

FRINGE BEMEF1TS . 00ruunnnassanosss s J.0
ONER DIRECT

OATA PROCESS I, . cavecevennacanes si_1 ) .1
PAILING/POSTADE .o eovevesancnennes si_ Lt .
OTHER MOM-LABOR s J.t
Ly

OTHER MOW-LABOR sl L. )
Lt

OTMER HOW-LABOR: L IO o Y O
L1

AWDiRECT

INDIRECT COSY: LT I N O Y S
LJ

IDIRECT COST: LY I N I
J_J

1MDIRECT COST: LT I T Y O
(U

TOTAL COST:00ecronoccsss tesenene sty

onen osT
METRIC:
(SPECIFY
StLon

Shousees

—_—

st L1
sLJ. L)
LI Py I T O
L O P |

L 0 P
L U I I
L

L Lty
L. L

L

sLJ. L)

Ly
L 1 P O
L7 P |

sLL L)

LU
STUDY ESTHATE

) 2
' ?
' 2
1 ?
1 2
' 7
| ?
' 2
| ?
' ?
' 7
1 2
' ?
' ?
] ?
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THIND STSTEM

9.02.03 1 you have these costs Summprized S “ooM! per Cose pur moath,” plesse provide them In
Thet way. By “cost por cosa Por EOnTh,.® wo ween the wverage total cousts for coses st
theough the match process, | costs sre not swmer 1 70d 88 “cost par case per moath,*
provide ham In vhatever form In which you apintela tham, Pivase provide separats cost
tigures for sech of the folioving cos?s stements, and for sech tndicota whother ™he
tiqure comes ftrem o formal study or e & professions! sstiante, Ramanber thet the figures
should only Incivde the costs of carrying out tunctions refeted to computer mstching,

FOURTM SYSTEM

Table of Contents

3.02.00 17 you heve these costy summer|zed o8 “cost par cote per NORTH,” plesse provide them In
hat wy, By “cost per COsa per SORIR," wo mman The sversgs fotel costs for ceses et
Through the match pracets, 1 corts ore aot sumamr i Zed o “cost par Cote par month "
provide then la whatever fore In which you smiateln them,
fiqures lar each of the toiloving conts elements, and ltor sech Indicate whether the

tigure comws trom » torom) atwiy or Is @ professional estiwatae,

Pleese wovide saparste cost

Samenber the? the tigeres

should only intiude the costs of carrylng out tuactions relsted fu computer matching,

oTvER %Y
1 METRIC:
COsT/TASE (wECIFY e mor,

oSt ELeMewT Ao otLon STDY €55 1MTE

PErsowEL

- STHOVSNES

ELIGILITY WORKERS.uyoanaaenaend_ L L S0 1§ sE 00 L 1)

OATA EWTRY MORKERS...useenneeneo$ b I Jo 0} 8L LIS

"DATA PROCESS 13/wommeRns . ... 0 || J.L 1 s_J. LL L J

OTHER ORKER : LY TR O Y T N L P A
J

OTHER ORKER: 3 IO U T T T U O O O O
|

FRINDE BEMEFITSacn.ourernnnancnss sL L) s L d

oA oimecy

DATA PROCESSING, ..., OYRRRR I T N B T I (S P B

WYL IB/POSTADE ..o avauunenesnaad_ U Job L} 8. L

onen :ﬁ;u.ou L W T T 1 U I U P
It

OTHER NOW-LABOR LIS T O N T O P O O
(]

OTHER oW LABO: Y 1 O Y T I 11 P O I
L)

neomect

‘MDIRECT COST:. b TN T O S O 1 O I O O |
Ly

YOIRECT 0051 : sL g s L)
(N

OIRECT 0ST: LY S T L L T O 1 P O O O
LJ_\

AL ST aeseseesesessesenenes ML) s L

orHER QOST
L 311147

. cost/cAsE (PECIFY

COST ELEMENT ouT srLom

PERIOWL

INOUSNDS

ELIGI ILITY WORKERS,..0eoureenns SUL ) st

OATA ENTWY WORKERS........ PO | I U O Y O TR T O A

OATA PROCESS 1 MG/PROGRASIERS , . . .. . LN O O 0 O T Y O P O O O |

onnl:u: [ L O T 1S O O T Y O O I |
[

OTMIR ORKER; s g s iy
L

FRINGE BEMEFITS0o00uenanoeeneaneedl_I_ 4 1.0 3§ s S L 01 1 )

OTMER DIRECT

DATA PROCESSIMG..oovuveennssenens s J_t_ 01 sy, L))

MALLG/POSTAE o e eveeesonnsseneed_ L J-L L4 S0 L L LS

OTWER WOW-LABOR': 11 OO Y O T O O
L)

OTHER WOW-LABOR L T 0 1S U O ) O O O I |
Ly

OTHER HON-LABOR; s .U s Ly
(I

romcy

1O INECT QOST: 4 D A L T 10 PO O W
[

INDINECT COST: s L) L. it
[

IDINECT COST: LY IO 1 8 P I §
Li)

TOTAL COST:uineecroneensenoraaasdl L b b L 8 8L 6. LV L)

FRON  PROF ,
STUDY ESTHATE

1 2
] ?
' 1
+ 1
| 1
1 ?
] H
] 2
1 2
1 2
L] 1
' 2
] 2
L} 4
' 2
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FIFTM SYSTEM

9.02.05 1! you have thets costs summir ited o3 “cort por coo0 par Moath,” plesse provide tham In
that way. My “cost per cose par Eonth.” ve apen the sverage fots! cotts for ceses gwt
theough the match process, If Costs ore mot sumusrized s “cort per Cose por month,*

srovide them In whgtever toara (a which you mintaln tham,

Ptanse provide seperste cont

figures for sach of the following costs elaments, end for asch lpdicate shathar the

figure comes frem 9 formal stuly or |3 & professional setluste,

fanenber that the flgwres

shou i¢ gn_l,_ laciude the costs of carryling out tunctions related fo computer matching,

)

cost/case

COST LMY /o™

lais . 1Y

ELIGIBILITY WORKERS....eueueeendl I LS. 1 )

DATA EWTIY NORKERS. oo eneeennna$_I_J_b.L_J_J

DATA PROCESS ING/PROGRASERS ......8 | | {1 I |

OTHER VDRKER st )
i

oner wain. LI N
L

FRINDE BEMTATS, . cuenensennsanesdt )1 o))

onven owect

DATA PROCESSING, .0enseneenaneces si_g_J g0t )

WAL PR/PORTABE . oo oeevoannnansesedl | L Jb 1)

OTHER NOW-LASOR LY I Y Y I
14

ONER WO LABOR; L1 I Y O
i

onencom-lmon: sl ] | )4 1))
L

INDIRECT

IOINECT COST: st Lty
LiJ

OINECT COST: I N )
(SR

INDIRECT COST: ST N T ¥ o
I_t.)

TOTAL COST:4iuiieerenssnsannssoes L IO I O P O O |

OTHER CD3Y
METRIC:
{PECIFY
SELOW

bAL . ]

RAL. Lt

L) L L)
L{ W P
L1 T O 5 I
). L)

L4 I Fp O U
L] P O
s, L)

s Ly
L4 W O

L) L))

L) Ly

s ). Lt
sy
s L

LI P L

o rRIC - MSTYZ

FRon MmO,
STVDY €$TATE

] 2

J 2

1 2

1 ?

1 2

] 2

\J ?

1 2

1 1

1 2

' 2

' 2

t 2

1 2

t 2

SIXTH SYSTEM

Table of Contents

3.02.08 1t you heve thess costs summerired o8 “ceat pur case oor wonth,” pleste provide tham In
Yhe? way. By “cost per case por EDATh,” us mesn the average fotal costs for ceses pwt
through the metch pracess, (! COMts 9re ot summerVzed o8 “cost par cove per apnth,”

provide han 1n whotever fore |4 which you mietaln them,

Pleats provide saperete coet

flgures for sech of the folleving costs eluments, and far euch Indicete vhether the

flgers comes from o ftorwel stwiy or s @ grolessional estimete,

Aumesher thet the tigeres

shouid only Incliude the costs of corrylng out fuactiows related tu competer watching,

. COST/CASE

COST ELEENT o

PERSOIEL

ELIGILITY WORKERS . ooveuenaoenaedl 1 J-L L |
DATA ENTRY MORKERS.....oeoveceeeedl_J _J_Jel ) _J
DATA PROCESS InG/PROGRASERS, . ....8 | ( J.0 | |
OTHER WDRKER: L] O I P |
)

OTMER MOVKER: LY I I O
(S

FRIMDE BEMEFITS.ocuncososeccannee s J. 1

OTWER DIRECT

DATA PROCESSING. ..oueoesseansssesS |l 1_1J

AL HIG/POSTARE .o vovcnsnes vesasenadl_L 1 fL_LJ

CTHER WON-LABOR : L O P
LJ

OTHER WON-LABOR: si_l ) J.u)d
(.

OTVER HOW-LADOR; 1 S I I Y I I
L

oect

INDIRECT COST: s -y
L4

INDIRECT 0OST: s )
i

INDIRECT COST : si_ )
L

TOTAL O03V¥:40eeceacnses veressanns st}

OTHER CO3T
METRIC:
(SPECIry
atLow)

Shousnos
s Lty
L U P I
sLJ. L)
L1 W P T T

L P T O |

s L)

s L)

s, L L
sty L)

L] T T

s ). L)

L O P I W W

si_t Ly

s Lt

L1 Py I I |

FROm  PROF,
STUDY ESTIMATE

] 1

' ?

' 7

' 3

1 3

' L]

' ?

[ ?

' ?

' ?

' ?

' 2

' ?

1 ?

' 2
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MDOULE 4: BATA SASES

FIRST SYSTEM

The next questions ste about the dats bases used in the computer matching syeten,

4,00 Which dats hases sre sccessed by this systea? (CIRCLE ALL THAT APPLY.) [INTERVIEWFR ROTE: POR FACW DATA BASE ACCESSED, ASK THE POLLOVING QUESTIONS (4.01-4.0)).
4.00 How aften le the (NAME) data base updated? (UPDATE NEANS HOW OFTEN THE INPORMATION IN THE DATA BASE IS REVISED OR CHANCED.)
4.02 Hov much time elapses between the end of the tiwe perlod covered by the dets base and the svailability of the data for mstching?
4.03 In vhat wonth end yesr wes this dets base sdded to the cowputer match system?
4.00 4,01 4,02 4.0
ACCESSED? UPDATE? TINE LAPSE DATE_ADDED
DATA AAGES DA W, M. QT. AN, nxt nxt 2-) =) &6 7-9 10-12 >i1
day whk whs »os w0 [ =00 wos
a. DES weges 1 1 2 ] 4 S 1 ? 1 [ 5 [ 7 L] mowrw [ )_J vean - 19|_| |
b. Ul benelits ) i 2 3 A ] 1 2 3 4 s 6 1 ] wourst §_ )} vear - a9|_ |} |
c. S5A wages t 1 2 ) 4 s X 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 nowtH |_|_ | vear - a9f_|_|
d. 8SA esl(l~euploywent 1 i 2 ) 4 5 ] 2 3 4 L] 6 1 [] wowrw §_|_J veax - a9 |}
e, SSA benefite 1 1 2 3 4 5 ! 2 3 4 s ® ? 3 wowrw ||| vear - a9|_|)_ |
f. SSI benefite ] ] b} 3 ) ) 1 2 k] 4 ] 6 b [} wowre | | tean - wi_ |
8. State tex files 1 1 2 ) ) ] ! ] 3 . s 6 7 ) worw I_J)_) wmar - 19|_|_|
h. Benk recorde - accowmte | ' 2 3 A ] 1 2 3 4 s 6 7 8 wowrw |__§_} vaam - ae)_ |}
t. Bank records -
transections 1 ] 2 3 4 5 ] 2 3 4 s 6 H .} wowrw | J_ ) veam - w9|_| |
(? J. DMV records 1 1 ] ) 4 5 1 ) 3 4 ) 6 7 [ mowrw |_ 0 | vear - 15 ||
=
N Ty V4 1) VY I Pu— 2 1 A 8, [ I ] ) A wonrw_ 1 1 ) wwam - a9t 1 |
(of e Har— e teb——— bt -
—_— )
4 , o - e . ‘

m. Medicaid tecords 1 ! 1 3 4 s ' 2 3 4 s 6 ! ) woerw |_|_ | yrar - 09| |
n. Wedicare records ) | ) 1 4 s ) 2 3 ‘ s 6 A wowr |_J_ | vean - 9] |_|
o. IRS 1099 \ ) 2 3 [} s ] 2 3 4 5 6 1 [ wowtss | | | veam - 9| _f_ |}
p. Records from other 1 1 ? ) & s \ 2 ] s 3 6 1 ] woNts ||| vear - a9 _|_|

siates {SPECIPY)

q. Other (SPECIFY) 1 1 2 ) A s \ 2 k] 4 5 6 7 L] month || | wveam - a9|_|_ |

r. Other (SPECIFY) 1 \ ? 3 [} L 1 ? 3 4 5 6 7 [] moNT { || vear - tef |}
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The next queatiocne ate sbout the dats bases used in the computer matching eystes,

oMK 4:

SECOND SYSTEM

BATA BASES

INTERVIZEWER NOTE

Table of Contents

FOR EACHM DATA BASE ACCESSED, ASK THE FOLULINING QUESTIONS (4.01-4.D1),

™13

.00 Which data bases are accessed by this systeal! (CIRCLE ALL THAT APPLY.)
M Wow often fe the (NAME) data base updated? (UPDATE MEANS NOM OFTEN THE INPORMATION IN THE DATA BASE 13 REVISED OR CHANCED. )
4.02 Now mich time elapses between the end of the time period covered by the dets bese end the avaflability of the dara for metching?
4.0% 1In what wonth -nd'yur ves this data bese sdded to the computer mstch systea?
4,01 4.02
UPDATE? TIME LAPSE
DATA BASES w, [N qart. AN, nxt ant 2-) 1-) 4-06 7-9 2
day wk wke [ ] wos wcs [ wos
a., ORE wmges 2 3 4 S 1 2 3 & 3 6 8
"b. Ul Senefits ? b] 4 5 1 2 ) 4 S 6 ]
c. B84 wpgee 2 3 & b ] 2 3 4 b1 [ 8
4, S3A well-~ewployment 2 3 4 s ] 2 3 L} 5 [ [ ]
e. SBA beneltte 2 b} L] S ] 2 ] 4 5 [} 8
tf. 881 benelits 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5 6 ]
g. State tox files 2 b ) ] S 1 2 3 4 S 6 8
h. Sesk recotde - accounte 2 b ) L} 5 1 2 3 4 b] 6 ]
f. Sank recotds -
transactions 2 3 ] b ) ] H 3 4 5 6 8
§. MY records 2 ) & S ] 2 b ) 4 S [ ]
k. APDC files 2 3l 4 3 ] 2 3 L} 5 6 s
1. Adult genaral
asnfetance (iles 2 3J ] b) i 2 3 4 5 6 a
w. Medicaid recorde 2 3 & b ! 2 b 4 5 6 [ ]
n. Wedicare records ? ) 4 5 1 2 3 4 bl 6 L}
o. IRS 1099 2 3l L] $ 1} 2 3 4 5 b L}
p. Records from other 2 3 s 3 ' 2 ) . s 6 s
states (SPECIFY)
q. Other (SPECIFY) 2 ) 4 b 1 2 3 L} 3 [ 8
r. Other (SPECIFY) 2 1 & S 1 2 3 4 S 6 L}

EREENERRRREE

T

§ 3
3 3

!

:

YEAR
YEAR
YEAR

YEAR

TEAR
YRAR

YEAR

YEAR
YPAR
YFAR

YFAR

YEAR

YEAR

19l _)_1|
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Table of Contents

WOOULR A: DATA BASES

THIRD SYSTEM
The next questions are about the dats bases used in the cosputer watching systes.

4.00 Which data bases are accessed by this system! (CIRCLE ALL THAT APPLY.) INTERVIEWER NMOTE: POR EACH DATA BASE ACCESSED, ASK THE POLLOMING QUESTIONS (4.01-4.03),

A.01 How often fs the (NANE) data base updeted? (UPDATE MEANS WOW OFTEN THE INPORMATION IN THE DATA BASE IS REVISED OR CHANGED,)
4,02 How much time cln‘p-u between the end of the time period covered by the data base and the avstlsbility of the deta for mmtching?
4.01 In what wonth snd year wes thie dats base sdded to the cowputer match -y-tn;
4.00 4.01 4.02 4,01
ACCESSED? UPDATE? TINE_LAPSE DATE_ADDED
DATA BASES DA W. W.  Qt. AN, nxt  nxt  2-) -3 4-6 7-9 10-12  >12 -
day vk vhke w08 wow wos L] [ ]
o, DES wges ' 1 2 ) 4 5 ' 2 3 4 ) 6 7 [ wowrn ||| rear - 19)_|_|
b U benefite 1 ! 2 3 4 b} 1 2 3 [ s 5 ? s wowtw | |_ | vear - 99| | |

€. SSA wages t ' 2 3 ) 5 1 ? ] A 5 6 7 s wouth | _[_ | veam - 9] ||
d.  SSA eelf-esployment 1 1 2 3 ) S 1 ? 3 4 ] (3 ’ ] wowrw | _|_ | veam - 19|_ | |
€. 8SA beneffte 1 1 2 3 [y 5 ) 2 3 4 5 6 7 ] mowrw | | | vear - 29| _|_|
f. 3SI benefits ) 1 ? b} 4 s ! 2 3 4 ) 6 1 8 wowm ||} vear - a9)_|_|
8- Stete tax flles | ) 2 3 4 s 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 (] montw ||| vyeam - 9| |
h. Bank records - accowsts | 1 2 3 4 L] ) 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 mowms | _|__ | vear - 29} ) |
f. Bank records -

transact tons ) 1 2 3 4 5 ! 2 ) 4 L] 6 7 s wowrn )} | vear - w9)_ | |
. DMY recorde ! [ ? 3 4 S t 2 3 4 ] [ 7 ) wouri |_ || vear - 19| _|_ |
K. APOC files ] \ ] 3 4 L) [ 2 3 4 5 6 7 L] month |__|_ | vear - 19 | |
L. Adult general

seslatence files | ) 2 ) 4 1 1 2 b} 4 5 6 7 [ wowrn |} | vear - 19| |
®. Medicaid records ) 1 2 3 . 5 | ? 3 s ) 6 ? ] worw ||| veam - 19| | |
n. Medicare records ! ) 2 ] 4 b 1 2 3 4 s 6 7 LN wontH ||| veam - n9) ||
o. NS 1099 1 1 2 ] 4 5 ' ] ] N s 6 1 s mowtw |__|_ | vear - 19| _| |
p. Recarda from other ) 1 ? ] 4 5 1 2 ] 4 s 6 ’ [} wonty || | vear - a9 | |

etates (SPECIFY)
q. Other (SPECIFY) ' ! 2 3 4 s ' 2 3 s s 3 ? ] wontH | || vear - 29| | |

r. Other (SPECIFY) | ] ? 3 4 S ] 2 b 4 b 3 7 L] montH | | | YeAR - 19, | |
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The next questions ere sbout the dsts beses used In the computer sstching systea.
4.00
A.01
4.02

4.0)

Which deta beses are sccessed by this systeal
How often ia the (NANE) date bese updeted?
_How much time elapsep between the end of the [ime peciod covered by the deta bese and the svatlsbility of tha deta for mstching?

in what sonth and yesr was thia dats base sdded to the compuler motch systea?

ACCESSED?

(CIRCLE ALL THAT AFFLY.)

(UPDATE MEANS MOV OFTEN THE INPORMATION IN THE DATA BASE IS REVISED OR CHANGED.)

Table of Contents

DATA BASES

DRS wages

UL benefics

SSA wmges

$SA eelf-waploywent
SSA benefits

SS1 henelite

State tax files

Bank records - sccowats

Sank tecords -
transsctions

DMV cecords
AFPDC [l]ee

Adult geneval
nsevistance files

Medicald records
Medicare recotds
I1%S 10998

Records froe other
etates (SPECIPY)

Other (SPECIPY)

Other (SPECIFY)

1-9
wos

6

6

INTERVIZWER NOTE: POR FACH DATA BASE ACCESSED, ASK THE FOLLINING QUESTIONS (4.001-4.0)).

uar - 19| § |
vear - 19) ||
year - 19) ) |
veam - 19 ||
A - 19} | |
vear - 39| |
year - 19 ||
ear - 19 _|_|
wan - 99)_|_ |
Year - 49| |
vear - 19f_ | |
vear - 19§ ||

| vear - 19} | |
11 vean - a9) (|

YeAR - 19]

ear - 19§ |

YEAR ~ 19]
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The next questione sre sbout the dets bases used in the coeputer metching system.

4.00 Which dats bases are accessed by this systea? (CIACLE ALL THAT APPLY.) INTERVIEWER WOTE:
4.0) How often (e the (NAME) dsts bese updated? (UPDATE MEANS HOW OFTEN THE INPORMATION [N THE DATA BASE IS REVISED OR CHANGED.)
4.02 Hov much time tl.p‘.l‘ betvean the end of the time period covered by the data bese and the svallabtlity of the date for matching?
4.0 In what wonth and year wes this dats base added to the cosputer aatch system?
4.%0 A.01
ACCESSED? e UPDATE? TIME LAPSE
DATA BASES DA w, MO, qr. AN, nxt nxt 2-) -3 4-6 1-9
day wk whks [ ] mos nos

e, DES wages 1 | 2 3 4 b | 2 3 4 b) 6
b. Ul benefite | | 2 ] 4 S I 2 3 4 5 6
€. §SA wges ) 1 2 3 4 5 [} 2 ] 4 b) 6
d. SEA self-employwent 1 1 ] 3 4 ) 1 2 3 4 5 6
e. fBA benefite | 1 2 b) ) 5 | 2 b ) L} b} ]
(. 8§81 benefire 1 1 2 ] 4 ] t 2 3 4 3 6
g- State tan filee | 1 2 3 4 5 } 2 3 4 b 6
h. Benk recorde - sccounts | | 2 b ) [} 5 | 2 3 [} 5 6
f, Benk recotds -

tranasct ione | [ 2 3 & 5 1 2 ]l 4 S 6
J. DMV records ) | 2 3 4 S | 2 ) 4 S 6
k. APOC files [ 1 2 3 4 5 ! H 3 L} 5 [}
1, Adult genersl assistance

ftles 1 [} 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 S []
e. MHedicaid records | i 2 3 4 5 | 2 3 4 5 [}
n, Medicere records [} ) H 3 4 5 1 2 b 4 b} 6
o, IRS 109% 1 1 2 b ] 4 b t 2 3 4 b (]
p. Recorde from other [} 1 2 3 4 S 1 2 b ) 4 5 L]

states (SPECIFY)
q. Other (SPECIPY) | ] 2 3 4 S [} 2 3 4 5 6

NOBIAR &4:

FIFTH SYSTEM

DATA BAsSES

Table of Contents

FOR EACH DATA BASE ACCESSED, ASK THE PULLOVING QUESTIUNS (4.01-4.03),

4.0)

DATE ADUED

wowrn || | vear - a9|_|_|
womv |__|_| veam - 19| _|_|
mowts |__|__| vear - a9_J_|
wowrw |__|_| vear - 19| _|_|
wowtw ||| vear - 19| |
wourw |_ || veax - 9| |_ |
wotv ||| vear - 19]_J)_|
wowrw |_ (| vear - a9(_|_|
mowrH || | Year - 19)_|_|
noww |_ | | vear - 9| |
WOoNTH || | wear -9 ||
MOWNTH |_ | | vear - 49|_|_ |
wonte | | | veax - 49| _|_|
mout | | ) veax - 9| |

YEAR - 19

;

vear - 19|__|_ |
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WODULE 4: DATA BASES

SUXTH SYSTEM

The next questions are sbout the dats bases uased in the computer mstching eystes,

Table of Contents

4.00 Which dets beses are accessed by this system? (CIRCLE ALL THAT APPLY.) INTENYVIEWER WOTE: POR PACH DATA BASE ACCESSED, ASK THE POLLOWING QUESTIONS (4.08-4.0-),
401 How often fo the (NAME) date base updated? (UPDATE WEANS HOM UFTEN THE INFORMATION IN THE DATA BASE IS REVISED OR CHANGED.)
4.02 Now wuch time elapses between the end of the time period covered by the date base end the sveilabiiity of the dete tor mstchingt?
.0 In what sonth snd yut, vas this data base added to the computer metch system? N
4.00 401 4.02 4.0
ACCRSSEDY UPDATE! TINE LAPSE DATE_ADOED
'ATA BASES DA WK, WO, QT. AN, wxt st 2-3  1-3  &-& 7-9  10-12 >i2
day wk whe nos [} =08 [ ] [ ]
-+ DES wages 1 | 2 ) ) 1 ! 2 3 A s [} ) L] nowrw ||| veam - 19| ||
. UL benafirs 1 \ 2 3 . b 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 s mowrw |_ | | veam - 18] _ | |
<. SSA wmgas 1 1 2 3 4 L] t 2 3 4 s (3 ) 8 wowre || | vEam - 19| |
©. $S8A eslf-eaployment 1 1 2 3 4 5 1 2 | A s 6 ? ] wontet || | veam - 49| _ | |
. 53A benelite ) 1 2 3 4 s 1 2 3 4 S 1 7 8 wowtn ||| veam - 09| | |
i. 351 bemefits 1 1 2 3 4 s ) 2 3 4 s . ? ] wourw |_ | _ | vean - 19f ||
. State tax files 1 1 2 3 4 ] | 2 ] 4 s ® ’ ] wonre |_ || yeam - ae|_ | |
%. Bank records - accowsts | | 2 3 4 ) 1 2 3 ) 5 6 ? ] wowrw | _ | | vear - 19| | |
. BSank records -~
tronsactions i s 2 i} 4 s 1 2 3 ) S 6 7 [} wowrw || _J Tear - 19]_ | |
. DMV recorde 1 1 b 3 4 S ) 2 b} ) 5 6 ? ] mowt | _ || YEar - a9 __{_|
. APOC tiles 1 ) 2 3 4 s 1 2 3 s s . ? . mowm |_|_ | veax - a9)_|_|
1. Adult genersl assistence
files 1 i 2 3 . ) 1 2 3 s 5 s ? s mowrw |_|_ | vean - 9| | |
+. Medicald records ) ) 2 ) 4 s 1 2 3 A s 6 7 s wours |_ | | veam - 19)_ | |
t. MNedicsre records 1 1 2 3 4 ) 1 2 ) » ) 6 ? s wontd ||| vear - 19] | _|
o. 1nS 1099 1 12 3 . s i PR s s 6 7 s : wowT | |_ | veax - 19]_|_|
p- Records roe other ) 1 2 3 s s 1 2 ) A ) . ? s wonTh | | | vear - a9|_|_|
states (SPECIFY)
4. Other (SPECIFY) ' i 2 3 ‘ 5 ' 2 ) . s ® ot |__|__| vear - a9|_ ) |
[T 1 1| 1| vean _ a4l 4 1

Other (SPECIFY) [} | 2 3 4 5 } 2 b ) 4 b 6 7 ]
1 1 t
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5.00

5.0t

5.02

5.01

Wh: © type of access is used for perforaing
the match for this esystea?

ONLIME..........(CO TO 6.00)..

’

BATCH. .. oovvrnnscvrrcncsncvane

flo tate or local eteff or both ecceas
thi: systes lor mstching food stemp
citl nte?
BTATE STAPP...... cevncncassen

LOCAL STAFF.c.0voccavacconanss

BOTH, coencnvnnentarencnsnneree

Hiow long does.it take for results to come

bect after s batch of hovseholds e crun

the: igh this metch systes?
IMMEDLIATELY. v cavvivencssnosns
LATER IN PAY...cccvvecenveoncas
OVERNIGNT .. civovencsccnnncnen
LONGER....iceeentsrenccsrannns

(SPRCIPY) . ..uuvinercnornnnnnss

Are the dete bases on this mstch system
inte ;rated in the sense thet one set of
tden ifiers or characteristlices accesees
all Information froe all dets deses st
the ssme time?

YBS . i nricanierrrtcesnannranan

NO, . iveisanearasansanasnsanse

NODULE 5:

Firet
System

S

Y I
eealies

eeedeen

L
eesleee
[RYS PN

FETY PR

Second
Systen

ceslaes

ceelien

S PN
seeldins

TS N

eevlaee
eseless
LTS PN

aeel,..

Thied
System

[ A

[P JON

TS R
vealanas

[T TR

venteee
caslees
ceedase

[PYY PP

Fourth
Systew

Y 3N

ceelaes
FEYY TN

ceddaee

eesleas
FEYY Jo
S PPN

veolios

Fieeh
System

PR PN

eeelens

vaelaen
ceeleas

essdeon

Y PP
TS e
[TYS P

cendias
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Stxth
Systen
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LY
weedlae
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eseleas
TS

veeba,,
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FINST SysTie

s onem )
",
L

' '

o '
) '
' '
' '
' '
' 1
' '
' '
' 1
' '
' '
' '
' '
1 '
' '
' !
1 !

v at cllisnt chgrecterinticy or ldentitiere sre vsed to metch each defa Waee In

onen 2 onem 3
19PECIH ¥ BELOW)
IO B I
' '
' '
' 1
L '
1 1
' '
' '
' '
' '
' '
' '
' '
' '
' '
' '

104 0
1 ls asfch system? (CIACLE ML TWAT WPPLY.Y
DATA BASES ACCY SSED SO weRt
o, DES wages 1 ] ]
S, U bene It ' ! '
€. SSA wg ' ' [}
4. SSA se! -eaployment 1) ] 1)
@, SSA Bean Itg 1 ' 1
. 550 benn Its ] ] 1
9. Stete ta. tiles 1 ' ]
N, Berh rercrda -
#ccounts ] ' ]
1, Bonh rex réds ~ ] ] [}
tronsoct oms
J. DWW reco ¢ 1 1 1
h, AFDC 10 @ 1 ) )
I, Ault gu et ] ] v
ssatston s flies
b, Medicald records t ] [}
" Wadicere records \) v L]
. WS 1099 1 ' ]
‘e Rocords from other 1 1 '
stetes (PECHT)
1) -
4. Other (WPFCIFY) ] 1 t
| I
. Other (SIECIT) ] ] [}
L I D -
OTHER 1:
oTR 2:
OTHER 3:

Aod.02

DATA BASES SSH waE
s, DES wages 1 ]
b, Ut emetlits 1 1
€, SSA mges ] ]
4, SSA self-esployment 1 ]
o, SSA bemetite ] t
f. SS) benetlts ) t
9. State tex tltes ] 1
. BGonh recards -
accounty t 1)
1. Bont records - t ]
tronsactions
J. OWv records 1) )
h, MOC tlles ] ]
1. Adelt generel ] ]
assistance flles
®», Wedicald recerds [} t
n. Wdicere recerds t '
o, MS 1099 1 ]
p. acaords trom other ) )
States (SPECIFT)
_J_ -
4. Otwer (SPECITY) t 1
I ——
r, Ofther (SPECIFY) ] 1
1t
ongR
OTHER 2:
OTHER 3

CM-19

this aetch systent

SEOMD SYSTEM

Case oTHER |

w.
14
] 1]
1 '
1 '
] '
1 ]
1 1
1 '
v 1
| '
1 1
] '
] )
' '
] 1
1 L}
v 1
1 t
1 ]

oTen 2
{SPECIFY BELOW)

(DR

Whet cllent charecteristice or tdentiflers are wsed to match each dats Wee 1a
(CINCLE ALL DAY APPLY,)

o™ER 3

L

Table of Contents
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T™MIRD SYSTIM

3.00 B Whet cllent charpctoristices or ldantiilers sre vied to match esch dote bowe In

™is smtch systes? (CIACLE ALL THAT APPLY.)

DATA  ASFS AOCE $SED SN W sk
.
!
s, (9% wmges ] [] t 1
S, L besstirs 1 ' 1 1
€. %5\ uages ' ] ' '
4. 3%\ sell-emplopment ] 1 ] '
o, S\ bametiey ] 1 ? |}
1. % benefity ' 1 ] [}
9. S vve tax fiies ] ] ' '
N, B & recards -
» ounts ' ] 1 1
1. B & recordy « t [} 1 '
t maeections
J. DY records ' ' ' [} t
%, N fles 1 1) ' 1
. Atult quwerst t ] 1) 1
evsintonce tiloe
«, Wedicsld reverds ] 1 ' 1
a, Mudlcere records 1 ] ) 1
o. NS 1% 1 ] t 1
p. PMucords iras other ' 1 ] 1
ytates (WPECITY)
| I D ———
Q. Other (WFCIFY) ' 1 1 1
R IO
r. Other (SPECIFY) t ] 1 1
Uy Y .
oTHEm - . .
anen 2: .
oTHER 3

onER v

AL

oTHER 2
(PECIFY BELOW)

(O

onER 3

o

cM-20

9.00,.00 What cllont character 1atics or identitiors are wead 10 @atch asch dats bese In
(CIACLE AL THAT APPLY.)

DATA BASES ACCE SSED SN e CASE O™ER 1 oTHER 2
. ISPECIFY BELOW)
S Y IO
s, OIS weges [} \ ' [ ) ] 1
[ 79 1} h.:nll" \) 1 ] ¥ ] 1 t
€. SSA weges ' ' ' 1 [ [} [l
¢. SSA self-empioyeent 1 ¥ t L] 1 1 1
e, SSA benetlits 1 ' ] ] ] [} 1
1. 331 benefits ' ] 1 1 1 1 1
g. Stete tew tites 1) 1 1 [} 1 ] t
h. Besh records -
sccownts 1 1 ] ] ] L) A
1. Sesk records - [} ' 1 ] [} 1 '
transactions
). UMW records 1] t 1 1 1 ] '
s, AFUC tites ] 1 1 ] 1 ' '
1. Adult gonerst ] ) 1) ' ] ] L]
ssslstonce fties
@. Wadiceld recerds 1 1 L] ! ' t 1
A, Wadicore records t 1 1 L] t ] '
o. NS 10 t t 1 ' ] ] 1
. Pucords Yram other ] 1 ] ] ] ' 1
stetes (SPECIFY)
| I I [
q. Other (SPECIFY) L] 1 ] L] ' ] L}
L S, )
r. Other (SPECIFY) 1 1 ' ' ' ' 1
S O
OTHFR 1
OTHFR 2: .
OTHFR §:

this amtch system?

TOURTH SYSTEM

Table of Contents

oneR 3
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9.00.0°  What cltent characteristics or dentifiers are wiad fo metch euch dats bess In
CIRCLE AL ™AT aPPLY, )

vty match aysten?

DATA B4 €5

OFS weges

y weiley

SSA maoes

SSA 10! ! -employoent

SSA weelits

SS1 senelifts

Stety tem fites

Benk recardy -
accounty

Bonh records -
transectians

OW recorée

AFDC files

Adelt goners)
assistonce fllee

Wadiceld records

Medicore recerds

Reco ds Irem other
states (WECIFY)

Other (PECIFY)

L U

Otha  (SPECIFY)

ACCESSED

FIFTH SYSTEN

5 weE
] ]
1) ]
' 1
] ]
1 ]
1 \
] [}
t 1
] '
L] 1
1 '
1 ]
' 1
1 ]
' |
1 1
1 1
ovER
onan 2

CASE

orHER |

L.t

{SPECIFY BELOM)

[

t

Ll

onen 3

SIRTH SvSTem

Table of Contents

3.00.8 Whet cllent characteristics o identitiors ore wsed %o match eoch dote bese In
this match system? (CIRCLE ML THAT APPLY.)

oNER 2 OnER )
(PECIFY BELOW)
LS O N
' '
' '
' '
' '
' '
1 ]
1 ]
! '
) '
' '
' ]
] [}
1 ]
' '
) !
1 '

DATA BASES AXTE SSED S e CAst OTER
o,
1t
s, DES weges 1 \ ] 1 ]
S, Ul denelits [} ] 1 ' )
€. SSA woges ] ] 1 ' 1
d. $SSA self-employment 1 [} t 1) )
o, S3A bemetlts t 1 ] 1 ]
t. SSI banetits ! 1 1 ' '
g, State tan tlles ] ' 1 1 [}
b, Boah records -
sccounts 1 ' ) ] 1
1. Bernk recerds - ] ] ] ] ]
transactiony
J. 0 records 1 [} 1 1 '
k., AFOC tiies 1 ] ] ] 1
t. Aduit geweral 1 ' ] [} [}
assistence tiles
@, PFediceld records ] ] 1 ] t
a, Padicere records ] ] 1 1 \
p. fecords from other t ) ] 1 '
stetes (WECIFY)
eed
q. Othar (SECIFY) 1 ' [} ' ]
O
r. Other (SPECIFY) 1 1 1 t v !
I S PN
oTHER 1
onem 2
ONEN 3:
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6.00 s his match system used to conduct
frewt-end matches on food stamp spplicante
be! rre certificatlion?

YES . eeieertanesatensstcncnnes
Wisssreasass(0O TO 8.00)....,
6.01 In /Aat month and yesr wee this match systew
Ftest ueed lor front-end wetching?
MONTH, .. cepeanecsosnsasscasens
YBAR, ccvcuceennocsosescscncans
6.02 What perts of the stste sre covered by this
systes for (ront-end satching of food stewp
aspplicante?
STATEVWIDE. ctveeernveernannannns
PART STATE OMLY..ccconevccense

(SPRCIPY) . orencnnnecencnannns

6.01  What types of (ood etemp cases are covered
by thie eystem for (ront-end wstching?

ENTIRE CASELOAD.....c.c000uuee
OO0 STAMP/AFUC CASES.........
FOOD STAMP BMPLOYED CASES.....
OTHER...cnnvrosscnensananncnas

(SPECIPY) ieueninncnnnnnsnnnns

Plest
Syntew

eenlaas

vesleen

i

19)

eealees

Second
Syetew

veeslees

Third
System

L
eeelass
IS NN

Y PN

L
veeloen

TS NN

PN Pa

LIS
cesluas
eeedans

ool

Fourth
Systews

eeelece

eealeas

ceelues

eeeleee
veelone

TS I

Fiteh
Systesm

Table of Contents
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Systrew

vesOuas

1

seelees
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XY Y
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FIRST SYSTEM

6. 0.V Faor sech date bese (AS LISTED IM 4.00 eccessed by this system fer Irent-end

DATA \SE

mmtching. what Intormetion is revieved?

DES wages

Ul benetite

SSA wagen

SSA selt.gupioyment
SSA bamefits

$S) benetite

State tew 1lles

anh records -
ac ownty

Wb records -
tr wmaect lons

o records
MY Hiles

Ad11t gongre!
ssslstonce tiige

Madiceld recorgd
Moticave records
IR 10

Re srés tram other
st res (WCiry)

ACCESSD,

TYWE OF_IMFONATION

MMOPEATY BNPLOTMENT  WMOUSERLD  OTWER

0 s (WECITTY
[ O R,

Ot w (SPECIFY)

[ SR IS

anoss
WAGES  1COME BENEFITS AL sTaTuS COMPOSH110M
] 1 ' ' ' 1 1
1] 1 ' 1) ' ' 1)
] 1 1 1 ] 1 1
' 1 ] ' ] ' 1
1 ' t 1 ] t 1
1 ' 1 ] 1 L] 1
' ' 1 ' 1 1 1
1 t ' 1 1 1 ]
] 1 1 t J 1 '
' 1 ' 1 J 1 ]
' L} 1 1 1 L} )
] 1 1 1 1 1 ]
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Firat Second
Syeten System
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Flest Second
System Systea
Ha does tnlormation on on-going food stasp
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ON LINE...c.vcncernncasrancnnses ceclene R
MACHINE READABLE REPORTS...... [ SO eseleos
WRITTEN MATCH REPORTS......... [N EN R N
Ho euch time elapues between when lﬁe
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I TO 3 MEEKS..coovvennnncnnina enedoce S P
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Ate the on-golng case matches from this astch
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TESeiioorvnvmssacnseanscnonanes ceelee. eeshens
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m vhet factors are they prioritized?
CIRCLE "1” OR 0" FUR ALL 1TEMS.)

AMOUNT OF BENEFIT
AUTHORIZATION, ccvevevonnnnee

AMOUNT PXCKEDING DISCREPANCY
RAMGE ... .ccopecanarsscnsonee

ACTIVE/INACTIVRE STATUS,.......
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(31044 § o 8 TS

‘1 this prioritizing process autossted?
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L
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and procesaing (following up on) on-golng

fand stamp canes identilfied through this
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YES.ceresononcsasnscrencsranss

MO.oivaiaaesss (GO TO B.19), .,

Can the state olfice sonttor vhat ts
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In the tracking process for following up
mgoing cases fdentitied through this
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fa the responatbility of etate and local

t§f to monitor the status of follow—up on
Hcant ceses identifted through this mmtch

tem? Would you please deacribe how this
cking system worke? MARRATIVE.

Ate local offices required to sudbsit regular
teports to the gcote on the status of actions
talen on céses metched by this system?

TEB. cevnsrcocnasnnssosccrssnns

M0.ioovenacso{CO TO 8.22)....,

What is the schedule or frequency of reports
that the local programs suet subatt to the
state on the stetus of follow-up on appliceant
cases identiited through this watch systes?
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Firnt Second
Systes Syntea

Vhat Information must locsl programs report
fo the stete on the statum of tollow-up on
on-going canee identified through this
matching system? (NOTE: THIS MAY BE
AVATLABLE IN THE MANUAL 1P PROVIDED.)
NARRATIVE,
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NODULE 9:

OUTOOMES -~ ON-COUNC MATCRING

(NOTE: AL INFORMATION IN THIS SECTION MAY BE IN THE SYSTEM REPORTS 1P PROVIDED.)

9.00 Do you have any snnthly or annual data

Tiret
Synten

Second
Systen

9.0}

9.02

9.04

9.0%

aviilable on the nusber of inquiries or
0w comes or other such activity abowt
fo d atamp applicant metches with:thi
syutem? .

TBSecoccnvscranscsncarncossnacse

Wesecnraasss(CO TO 10.00)....

Pleane provide the total nusber of ongoing
{nod stamp Inquiries each month with this
natch aysted, or the snnual or sverage
wonthly nusber (i the total is not avatlebdle.

Plesne provide the rumber of ongoing food
stawp taw hite on (sctusl nuaber of wetches)
each gnnth with thi systes, of the averege
mor “hly number If the totel {8 not avatisble,

Plesse provide the tetal nuwber of focod stawp
applicstions denied, sach sonth as s resuvlt of
the ongoling mstching with this systew, or the
ave ‘age monthly nuaber 1f the totel is not
avallsble.

Plevse ptovide the totel mmber of new (ood stsmp
cass where henelfils were corrected, esch month es
e ¢ sult of ongoing metching with this eyetew, or
the average monthly number of reductions 1f the
tot- 1 te not avatlable.

Plerse provide the actusl nuaber of food
ste: 3> applicant matches dropped from this
eys! >mw, becsuse the variance identified
wan too small, or bamed on further

Inve itigation, no error cuteted, or glive
the iverage annual or average mannthiy
numt v of matches subsequently dropped

1€ 11e total (e not availshie,
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